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(cOftp^T f^VPT) 

M fe#, 2002 

atrdM _ _ 

ftm: 3Wt^, oRtftRT(R3inT^ gnf ^3g^% 31^ clgt~^ Pd’MlRid lifaPcHtE 1^1^641 ^ 31TwfR W^RT 

rTeelh41 

U 26/1/2001-fl4\i^a— 1995 ^ 3Tf^ff^, 1975 

33^]^ ^ 34red^W ^ ^ W^^ry 

cTSJT ffff^ f^#73JT) 1^i|R|c|c^), 1995 cEt KirT ^ 3139^ 

2 . 3in^ PlHfdRsIcl TIRHI^ uf #:- 

(i) RTf^TcEr^ (Riti ^ wr %) R Rdii^ 14.10,1997 ^ Tif^^r 

R'^91 cj^ arf^r^xETi 47/ij;lt^/3iTt 19,4.2000 cf?t 3]HfTcrfSr 

35, 21/1/99 ^ 3EJU53R grR^ET, cRR-’-ll (TinM3R) sftT 

(fvr% ^ RsEg' ^ ^ Rtjj ^ ^ Rr 4R^ 3/fMc^3E 

(Rt^ ^3!Tcfy sfR cT^ cEFT UR %) cfy RURT UR UIEU^eft ET^hR Rfu/iR-E 

Ruftau 3ynxr sft l ^ R^iRe/ RRtarr 3?rt^ ■^/rstrt 7 3PRd, 2001 '?'4 

3]f^RJRTT RT. 26/1/2001 gM u| eft I 

(ii) RRfc urtorft ^ rr3^ ^ ^ ^ s\wn u?t 3 ^ Rra " .u uflff/feicE ctT sypiiEi 

UR oTUrq uu MlddRieft ■^JcRE ^ U ^ Rr^U43 Rufte ( ■^JRnSTRT "RUEE 7 SPUEy, 
2001 efft 3 tRrjuut Rt.26/i/200i-3^t35tR^ ^ 3TRr.3iR^ fcEUT uuT eji i Rrf^fuy 
urRcEi'fl R 3JU RcR^ uart utt uytRi Rtu^ft srRR^tiEi uft itu? uRr "fruft eft 

3jft U^ efft diRiva ^ 40 Rut ^ '^ftRR 33cfRr Rt^jq! lyY '.eR RuK, uR UR^cT 

efuR R ^T^cfj I 

(iii) HiR'TJi'fl ^ RMefcfj uu^UR RRuRttR R ittu ttR Rir Rtru Ri rtfRuRe 
R iJrPTT Rt l]cE uR milRd cER 3ER RtTTR RRsRT ^ U lU URR-f UU TTURf^ RrE 
STT 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, 1] 

(iv) ^ W Piy*ic1cb1 ^ ^ii4vj|Pic:b cf5\ 

6(2) ^ 3rq^ feTte ^ ^ 3RRR ^RR IctRR | yifSlcPT^t ^ 

W cEt 3mT^ ®ft:- 

1. cE.f^.; srr?^ 

2. ^.f^.; f^aflcT, I 

3. crnTcfj^tT 

4. ^|1^] t^, 3rfT^ 

5. 3mte 

err^ ^.f^.. SJT?#? ^ jTHT^ ^ ^3 tr 1^ m i 

(v) M l f^l^ ^ f^PTR 6(6) ^ <iT^Wf 'RRcT ^T kif^f^cp if>T^ f^PRfeTfecT sTTcT 3TRTcTtEt 

3 fh? ^WtsRTT'Stf ^ ^|4^i|plch ^?JERT 4^ ST^rf^ ^ sft (f^R^ ^ ^^Ttri ^ 

jiiffei^ ?i ch^ 3lt SR[ vd Ira'S! ^ ^) afr? ^ ^ ^frar? ^ eft 4 ? ^ ^ 

^ ’eneft^ ^ ift^ 3Rft fft^ra R^Raci ft ^- 

1 . ft^ ^^RRdR fft^ f^. ^ ift^ 

2. -f^T^ ^ fft^ f^., ^ 

3. antocf ft^Rrai^e^ f^., 

4 . 'zf^ftrR ^5Hra fftc^, 

5. ft^ ffto, 

6. ^V?w?cf f^., 

7. ft^ fft^ -^cFfra^ Ift^. ef?!jrori 

8 . fMfeRf! f^., WWR 

9. w ter f^., 

10. ^‘f^H 

11 . ft^ ^SfftT ftftR^RT f^., ft^rt 

(vi) ft fft^R e(2) ^ ^ ft ^ ^ ^ ^^TREfft efft ^ 

weft 3 Fjftej ^8! arftfft^T ^ eft fft> ^ sRft-SFrft ft^i eft 

f ft g ft<R ft/ ^R 1 4e fft (5ft ffteftf^ WR ^ ftR? y^HRcft ^ W? ftft ^ wn? ft 1 Wfft^ 

^cTRRft sft fft^ W r ^ ft'^ ^ 3lftf fl^Weft ^ T^-TT^ ^llft ftt W 

pR^d '^/ vi^K^ i5fttf:p^^W!ft^Rft8ft I 

(vii) i^ T to rft ft ^ ^ 10.1.2002 sft ^nft^fftcE ^wrft ft 3Rft fft^ fttfecE 

^ 5R^ cfRft cET 3RW IRR fftRT I 3Rft fftW Wft ^ ^ ^ 

SRtT fcRr fftenft efti fcffecT ft JTf^eT ^ 3Fjftej fftRT WT 8JT I ^sft ^ fft^teft 
gRT ■RW "R? fftenft elft jrfcRt ITTR cfT7 W ra ^ 

^ ^fft WITg ftt ^ eft; 

(viii) w fftcR^ eft arfftPcR wet eft ftRn Rnfcif^eT ^ffft ft ^tht/^^jtrt ^ eft;- 

1. WcRT IcTO, "JRft 

2. V>ftT7'H fftro, (^^: 3ilR'!«c[ RrfteFfl), ^ fftc^ 

3. f^R^ fe!., xp)€lw-160019 
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(ix) ^ fcrt^p^ fIdsRi qeff gM am cTFcft 

^T5T?cT arj^ ^ ^ %d^ cf^r crtI eft; 

(x) ^«fT ^ ^ ?Tcfft TR ^ ft Cf3l^ cfft T]^ t; 

(xi) fft^-16 ^ 3T^^, ^ Pitch tit ^ Ptt? pR 3M?W cTeftt/aTTETR PcfR 

PB^ ’Idl SIT ddchl JIchfttcfRtrr 22 2002 cfft ^Id fftcWg^ cfft cjR pql 

eiT 3ft? ^ ^ JTRT poiPrftr R ^ Pr^fftt ft fcrfftcRT fftm? Pb^tt w ft 

(xii) ^cPtpt Puipch ^ifttan Pb^ ^ ar^rfft 1 3Tftci,2ooo ft 3i ^rift, 2001 ft I 

(XIII) *** ^ SlPRjg^ ft Pdcf^ ^ef gRT ftftiftpf 3TTEIR ^ IR^ gft afp ppilftr ^ 

^ HlPcBlft SRT Wf^ jfg^ ^ M ^ ft=- 

(^) f^lTRT^ ^c*n^T ^ 

3. g?PTR ftra ft PrfftcT wng; ft i fWf^ 

ftrftpR fttcft ft 3ft ITR gRT ^ "ft ^ 85% ^ 

Tjtftp r^ ^ ^cqrg^T ft Pb? ir^ ^ ft ft gft fttftt ft I 

xrfttpf^ ftt ftpn ^ ftfftf^ Pm 1975 ftt ^ 550330 

afP^TRft^r cZJTXTRgftpROf (35ft^ ft 3nEIR3R)ft d^ 550330^ 

ft cred gftt^ fft^ BdT ft I dsirfft, fttBT ^ gftpR^ ^ ftftdicw ft 3fR 
^gcpTPT RRf ft gdft 3R fftft) MfR ^TEZmddft dftt ft I 

«?lk f^O 5RT fifiBJ nq 

4. ftP^ mftd: ^m, m ftm ftt ^tcb ^^ftarr ft ftt tjbrt: 13.9.1996 ftt ^ p 

eft I fttxf ft dgd tTTddfteft ^ ft d?d Wq ^ WTTg ^ gftt ft 3fR 

gftt ftPTT ^Tf|37 ftnpftmftdgdsn ^ ^ 

5503.30 ft d?d E^fttPr^ titt^ ft ^ ft ftftiTfftd PRfT WU en I 

deirP, Rd i cfi 31.3.1997 ft Wpfftch P'chft ft ft?T 50 ft 3TRIPI 55 ft did 3nft 
^ W kjft l Pl ^ ft ^ ft 3fTddft^ ^ gft PbittP?t ft) dt eft I 

dSirP, Idft 3RT ddlTg ft gjfftft? ft dpgftd dftf 3TTdT Pfft ftPf ft did den 
Mlcidfteft ft did dldl ddT SIT I 

5. ftP^ dTpfdd ft dlftd gRI ddlfg ftt 5501.30 ft did 3TTft dTelT PfStPdf 
fftcfdPd ft 3fP 5503.30 ft did 3TTft gTRT Pf^Pd^ 3fftlR^^Tld? ftft ftt W 
gRft gift ddffgft Wf ft PfP^ PRB ddT ft I ftdT ftPd ftt PPfT ftPn 
HRtdft ft did ETlft gift ddfid gft STeTd 3lk'fftPRd ddd? ft dddg ft W ft 
dPddT ft dlft ft I dUfft Pldd ftPd^ dfftdft ft gRf fftPPd dddft gft 
g^ fftdT dfT ft, dSJTfft PPFT ftPg> dft W ftt MfR gft dd gft gm dftf 
gR dgKp I dftcj, dlitd PRf WfTd 3R dTdd ftft ^ dfldT ejT gd dfttPfg^ 
xfdl«R eft ITJ^:, ftpr ftgR Id dd dg> fttPtd ftt dft eft dddd, dl dcftd itdT 

ft fft ^dft dddd ftt, 3tk djtd ft gdftftd ftt PftddT fftd dft^ ft 

dRp ft cddf ddT I 

6. gfTdfd ft P^d 3Tfg^ft d^ gipichichdt 3tk JdPTgdPft ft dftdT P^ ft 3Tdftt ^ 
ftm ft ftdd ddft 5503.30 ft 3TEftd 3nft gTcTT ftgd dfttPld> ddld? ftt dlPicl 
ft, dl ddH dftf 3TTdT fft dfPfgd 3fP ddft did ^d^Sd ft ftdd Ptgder dft 
ppsgiftt ft 5501.30 ft 3Tfttd 3TTft gift ^fttPch ft ftt Idft ftft sfllPTd p KJi 
ddT I gft 93-94 ft ftdd ftt 5501.30 ft 3Tfttd 1859.370 fttf^ dd dg^tPfg> ft 
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[Part I—Sec. IJ 


^ airiiRT ^frarycfT I ^ ^ ^ ^Reicfl ^ cTrar 

w t I 

7. 5503.30 ^ 3TEff^ 3TT^ ^ i,'Jl^fc1cb ^ ^ 'tilled Tllf^l 

^JTFTtfr ^ eif^ ^ ^ 3THITcT 3IT'1T^ ^ 5503.30 ^ 

^ ^ WR ^ ^ ^ ^ G^vr gjt #cr ^ TTRf^ 6l^ 

^ -ift SFJITI?! ^ ^ wrf^ I 

fifRT fciRT TpJT 

8. 3li?r?J^ TTO 26/1/2001-^^^W^ 7.8.2001 ^ '-iRdKI'Jid WIK 

t ^ ^ ^ ^0 550330 

^ 3I#T dJffc^d ^ I 3I«f ^ ^ T^m 5503.30 ^ 3T#T 3TT^ ^TEIT 

TET^fiR ^ ^0 5501.30 ^ 3IEJt^ 311^ "JIT Hi'Siffhfcl® ^ ^ 

vfihg' ^ Tif^ t I 

sjeiVft 5RT %t "nt 31^^ 

9. d ^E H ■^RTI ^ ^cEld 4>l$«l^! % ^ 'd'dR^l ^ ^ 

4ft ^ It ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ ^^IDM^ft3TRfttj 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ft aiTcft # ^ ^8n 

^raft ft aiiftt t I 5rtft^ srfft^jw ft ftt w wm ^pree ft wr ftt 11% 
fttm ^ djft®pir Pl^iJiicH® 411^ 13ftY ftira ^ ^Rift ^ WTTzranft 

^ilt t I 

10. ^ ^ ft ^^TfeE? ^ ^ ft ftt 'dcMiq ffteflel ^ 

^ Tnfftq ftt "5^ ft «n 1 ^ W ^ 5501.30 ^ 

5503.30 ft dJft'^d ft I 

11. ^dftriPT ^ ft ftft ^ WTF5f R<jla® ft M^didcft ft, Pl’!j'idR> ft ftfw 
Tif^ eft 1.5 3EJ%ftft ft 8.0 cT® Itft ^ ^ ^ tor ft I ^ 

^snPT ft fft^ detElE ftref ^ Alftt^T kJtftlfcl® R>I5'^'< ■dft ftfft?lft SH ^ I 

^ 3ftY WTR ^ ft 3T^“3TeFT ^ ft I ^ 

^ ft tft ^ ft ^ ^jrftt 3TT ^ppftt l^arft^ ^ ft 
ftTH ^ TTFH 4FTT ft fft ^3^ ®T 3TTPM 3lft® ftf^FT ft^aiftp 

fftRIT ETR ft I ^ ^ W -E^dl fft vJPlT^ ®T ^RRT ®'PiP ft 3ITft 

Rft w 'pef^ I BP 314 p® PTfftp wiRicpiRft ^ ftt pft 3rft® ftrft PP 
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^ finA '3c’Tr^ ^ fcH? i^'chiltlfh ct»t<i'H C|^ cb'f R^l Tftf 

tl 

13. ^61 cT^ Rijldcf) gKI irif 3T5^€T ^tT IT?^ % ^ ^ 'W^ 

^ 1^ m ^ ePTcn t ^ 

"^0 5503.30 ^ 3T#^T STmi t T ^T ?IT ^ ^ ^ ^T ^ "^nf^RT 

^ ^ ^r Picj7i<?i 'iRt ^ t 1 

iiiRi«bi'{^ sfRi viit^i 

14. ^ ^ ^r '^nfiRT jnterJ't sri M 31 . 3.97 ^ 5fRf^ 

f^ps^ ^r ^ ^ %cmf^ ^ eft f^ gR^TT tf^ ^ 55 ^ 3Rft^ 

3TTft ^ ^ arriricT ^ ^fttft emrar ^ 1 

14.10.97 ^ aft^ ft Tnlft^ ft ^ anw ^ 

mciifteft cSTTTTft ^eft OTft 3TRte ^ ^ fftRR 1 

arfft^fJERT fto 21/1/99-'^<ftf^^'lt Ifto 19.4.2000 ^ ^ ^^fiST fft^s^ 

ft ftt JTTfftwft ft ^R^ ^ 55 ^ 3TTft ^ Vlstftl^cP W 

^re^rfteft cFirft ^ ^ »ft i vJf’dilfti ffto 7 . 8.2001 ^ 

^ ft^T-i ft t fftj df^f^d ^R^/3n4^tftt gftf^Rur 

R^ ii dT c P TTRf ^ afR f^ ftt ft ^ ^ WTETOft ^ t I aRT: 
ftift 3fR/ai«RT Ml'S^ftcft 75 ^ eRlft ^ ^ ^ 

arj^-I ^PRftft 550330 ^ ftftftcT ^ ^ WdT afR fftRft ftt ftft 
gft arm ^ ^raft ft wot arr wcTt t aft gRCR ^fttaRR ^ 
arw?i-55 ^ fftRft ftt w^ftft ft) arefta afttfKT IftRrr an '^4)^1 ftt i 

7T. RmR 

15 . areafteft fftwa^ ^ tftRR 2 (m) ft tt? ffttftl^ t fftr ’’RTRPr a^" aa cTRaft 

IftRft ftftt a^ ft t aft RrarftRr vseara ft W( wr ^{tr^ areiar rrh ft arsiar 
ftft\ ^ amra ft ftftt apa af^ ft ft f^Riaft IftftPRTTft artarftRr a^^ aft 

Rftadfaft ft aRRffta IftcRft-'^aRft ft i 

16. RTfftaaft a? ftt arft ft iftr ^ ara aa aRft aftft da) aftt fftar aar ft 

gRT ddrrftd ^^aftfeia) aa^ ft amiftftd diaftl ft aRafftar ffteRft- 
^ 5 ^ fft ! ft a d i >j ft afR aF aiM^aa^ afR daaftaft 4rft Ra ft fta^ ftftt ft 
arrarfftd Raftf^ aa^a^ frt irfftwraftta ft f aRT: arlftaaft aa rf IftaR ft 
■eR^ dFfta FRT ddnfftd \!s»ftfftfa> aa^a^ aft fftaa 2 (m) ft) arft ^ ft^R ft^ad 
mad arftfftra, aftRar (Raf$iar) afR enft^ ft fftftffcRr waa aft rrh a^ rtft 


amr 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—-Sec. I] 


il. \lfe4V] 

^0 8nt ^ijo f^O, eiTt#S 5RT thj 31^^ 

17. . -yif^chF ^ ^-n ^r 5 ^ | 4o 

'^splf^ch f^O (41 ^'Vd) ^7^ vdc^iqch ^ I ^JlRjchl ^ ^ ^ fcE 

^3^ WIT^ f^TT, ^ ^ ^ 3fPncf^ %, ^ 

t I 31?!: 4tT7l7cT ^ ^I^ ^ ^ ^ ^ W t I gw 3I^ei ^ 

^I^ v3lfm W 17 ^^ WT ^ 4h7Vd ^ 3Ic^7T WT ^ 3itT ^ Wn 
SRI f^ff^ jntoi^ ^ ?if^ ^ iratr wn 1 1 

18. gw ^ 3T^ei ^ ^ ^r gl? STRITcfr ^ WT ^ ^ t 3fk 3ltei7I 3IRT?r 

v3cTI^ # CEi^cR ^ GMeitJl ^ c^Tg#a EIR^ cFIT 

^ ^ f^ f^ ^ f I iiRuIRcI:. W w 3TFIRT, ^ 

cJtI^ 41^’S'd ^ tf^c^ \d£lVl ^ 3rd^l Y'iid 'h 4>^II I gHki 3Ig'4y ^ 3Ic1^l 
^ ^ 1^ Tj^n % ^itI^ Ti^ ^gifm afR ttM 

R^el'SRI f^lfrl ^ ^ ^1 

ZfRT fibt? ^ 3 T^^ 

19. vSuY^T ^ gad ^ vjcvf'id f^RII ^ 3ltY ^ cirai t ^0 

^iim ^ ^Ri ^ w? YST uTRT tiif^ I f^lf^ jrrf^^i^ TO ^ iRflrr 
^ t % gMt ^ ^ ^Ri ^ TO? arddr t I cT«nft, ^nf^icT 

JIlf^TO^ g?T TO ^ cRItTOtI TO?r^ # W TORft ^ TO«I ^ ?JTO ^ ^fllf^d 
f^Rg TO? sfR ?iTO ?JTOT d W TORfI ^ ^ TORfl % I glf^TTOTOlt 

gjl d 3Er^ ^nf^TcI ^ T? ^ TOlf% t I 

TiTf^ran^ srt ^ 

20. vjaYg gpg ^ Tjf ^ 3IRIR T? cfrg TOTlWf 3ieitcT (i) gf^TO 

f^O (ii) ggg^ 3fR ^f^rror fdRl^'S afR (iii) ^^?Rt T^dcl 's'sl^lcil'l 

g5t f^>R l c;i^ , TOTT^ ^ 60% t ^iRi^ ^ aRfMtr f^g?R ^ 
^ % %?t g#TO ^'St^lfclg? fd^r^, TRIg^ ^ wi 

'3(^1.^ ^ l!Rd gejTO ffllRg f^Iel ^ TOf^ t ^ f^ TRTOdoaiRTTOT 

^ TOf^ 17 ^ ^ TOpft I 4?Rt g^TO f^lRbl f^Iel, kjitjlf^cb' ggg^ gg 
3iTTOg^ t 3iR TO: g^TO toit^ ^ to? ?^ tot, 

TO: M lf ^ ' l ^ ^ f^TO t ^ dg TOIITO RTTO 5(3) ^ ?i^ ^ TO 

yfc lRl f^ ^5?^ f TOftf^ t 's'fplfdcb TOgTO ^ TOTTTO ^T Slf^lTOR ^ 
f^'Nl^ ?^ t I 
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21. JTTf^r^ % arf^lRiPT ^ gNT 9 ^(iX"^) ^ WTRI ^ ^ Wt 

^ ^ ^ 3lk "Hm ^ ^ ^ ^cTRRft ^ WJ#HNfcliji I 

enf#5 ^ lichHN «JTt ^ 

^ irfcT ^xR ^ 13lk '(fjlR^iT Rqf^f^ ^ f^ ^ 
Rriito/vJc^Rct) ^ HJ;Hlclcft ^ v3^ ^ f^ I 

ti^cj^ >3wVf cin 

22. ^ cT^r?F|^ t ^ ^r ^nf^IxT JirtoRt W t f^cRj 

^ ^MR ^r appft vi<flRH eTFTcT ^ ^ ^T WT?t ^TTilT ^ ^ # I 

^ ^ ^ ^ ift ^TTfiRT inftrg^Rt ^ ^ ^ # i ^ ^ 

^ f^^ntf ^ 3T^-i 3T^^ tor ^sfRT ^ ^ i g^rRm ^ WT?r 

^TRfT ^r fM<T to ^ t cT«I ^ ^ JT^ ^ tocfr ^ 

4idHto ^ 11 ^^rto i toto tor ^ ^ tocr ^ ^er 

^Ttor ^ tor, toto ^ toi # ^ t i 

Mlfttcbl'^ SRT virirl 

g j i jc t u^ c^ ^ 

23. CIRT 9(^)(lX'^) ^ 3T^t^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TcJ t: 

(i) WTTRT ^HmTR ^ tor ^3^f ^ to ^W?T (s) ^ 3Tto ^ 

^ ^iT^TR TryiRRod ^cHlcHO^ Cf>tfl <l't^ Pi'4ld<T> ^?r ^ 

^ ^ wifTfT ^ to antocT ^ ; ttt 

(ii) to Rrat^ ^ 7n ^ toj ^rtr omR ^ wtp?i ato ^ 

^?riTH JT^ ^ ^ ^ to to ^ ^ ^RTR ^ ^ 

3T«M t^Rito ^ 7n ^ ^trr ^ Rtoi ^ ^ ^trtt ^ 

to to ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ th 

R:- 

(^) ftoto ^ tit ^ ^TT ftor toi^ #fR ^ ^ 3TPiTcT to to 
^ ^RTR JigiR Tl^t to ^ (6) ^ 3tocl ^ Rto ^ 

3Tto^ ^«rr Rfto ^crrw tofto tjptt ; ^rr 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; E XTRAORDINARY 


[Part I-—Sec. 1] 


(^) ^-ETRT (6) ^ ^ ^ 3rj?TK W WPfrf^ 

%5t ^ -dlHM cTFTcft ^ cTTifr ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^?r 'd<K1 cl't^ ^ \3cM|c;*1 ^ ClHId: 

srrf f^O, ^ W^'INcTI ^ wRi 'SxR 

f^, f^JEfi^r 3fk ^ f^^rtcf ^ ^ i 

^ ^ ^ ift ^ I ^ .^iRT ipn t Pi iild^ ^ 

Tl^ f^, oETETR ^ WTRT 3T^ t t cRflf^ 80 % 3lt^ ^ f^; 

Gdl'ldd pIFM JRfRTte f^ sfk WTRJf c^FTcT ^ 3Tto ^ t I 3^: 
eiT^^O^ ^r -dlHM cTHRT, Tl^ ^ ^'sfTlf^cb' ^Ef^eR ^ 

3TmR ^ Pl^llRd ^ #1 f^ ^ RPiH ^ ^STRI ^ t I ‘'‘** 

me mr f^m^ee,*** me mr 3id^#?i mei m??,*** me mr «m3f 3ik *** me 
mr m^ls^n ^ mrer m? ^ me eirf P did ml ^ 

mrmm *** me/f^mre PmIRe ter mm t i 

sector 3lh cj ^ 'HIHM ^ 

24 . HiPmi^ SRI e 5 t mf ir?mecft mr si^iRcni afR mlRm ^ Pralem 

misR afR m # mt| ^umi^ erom SRif efr wm c^ PraRw ^ 

^ I 'UiRimichel ^ e?eim f%m t sn^Pmi sfR mIRm stI 3tR ^ 
mem mRt # slU i^jf^tfcTm ^ em mirni'm mr eim Rrit t # 
mr^f^ ^ ^ ^ mr^ m^ m^lme m? 3nmRe 

afR RRr tmff mm ^ mRrmr ^ ymiRid Pmr mm t i mf^mRt srt PftilRd Rrt 
^ alR Rrt ^ m^mtm mim mm m em evi? 3RrRmT sfk mtRm ^ 
mmmtm m^ Rteu, ^ me mt ^eRr ^ Pimm 6(8) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f% sPrRmr afR m^iRm ^ ^ eMdm e«mt ^ ammm mm ^ P'^'^ PrmrR 

m^ # I ddj,eR, mPrmRt ^ eeiWi srt ^ mf ^irm'mRt ^ armR m? ^ 
3 pRmT sfR rnlRm ^ me4 ^ mm^ ^ mrmHi ^jem mr PteRoi Pfmr 

t\ 

Rnthi 

25 . mteRl SRI ml mi ee^ sRiRmr sfR mtRm ^ f^ Pel dm 

^ mif Pm I iRmrm^ mi mem ^ Pdidml ^ Pm % 3fR mrmmRt ift It ^ ^ 

^ wmR 

(i) ^Rr?t ^^0 Pro,- mtRm ^ mime eetm t i 

(ii) tiRRt iRm f^r# PiPo - mrmTm, er^mm m arrme P mR I (^ P^ ?m 
mim Ir ^PPe mif t); aip 


[ 'IFT I—1 ] 
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(iii) - WTH ^ 3TTirm ^ STT^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ %) I 

^ aii^Rcbi 3Tt7 tbiR'm ^ Rrak ^ ^ 

^ ^McbT?t w ^ anWr afr? ^ 

^Mcf>l'51 ^ 3f5^rR ^cld cT^ fctrJfT % d6l ^Tcf? ^ ^'fT ^iltcf ^ ^Rf^TeT 

^ ^ iftcN sfH JTW ^ f^ 

^ ^ cf^ arjfTR ^N^iicb ^ 4 t 

Rufr?T Tje?T ^ ^ f^ T?^ 3it ^ ^ 3% ^ ^ ^ 

f^ t I 


26. ^0 8TTt VJsh'IRlcb Ihl^ ^0 f^O, CJl4<^u^ ^ Rmto ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3^T«IR ^ ^ RqtRcT W 1 Rl'Jlte ^ *** 

3]i|R^ W *** f^dliJm ^ ^ t I l^d cT^ cTT^ W ^ RfRm ^ 

f^ei^Rf sfr ancfR Wi 3T^rR“c}^ ^ ^ ^ w t l ^ 

t%?PT ^ 6(iii) ^ 3R;W^ t I Rijldcb ^ ^ tcfJ - 

^Id/XJ^O^O ^ yiH141 dd d^llill ^ fd^(t51 did ^ Rf 3fR (51 ch Midi ddl I 3f^ 
>HMl4ldd Rnf^RsId ^ ^ dl-wf^d-) ^(% ^ 3TmR 3T^JT?T f^T m\ 
% f^'^^'e/ch4l!#H - ^/W^O, ^ TO - 

^APro^o ftm - ^A?^o^o, ^flro jhtr - to^o^o ^ Rra^ 

^APTO^O I ^ MTR chK^am TOI ^ W ^ to?T ^- 
<3T^/f^dVinH Pl'yIRd fto TO t I 


^TT^ ♦llv^^ ^ ^0 5IT^ T^^jtfefclj Mjl§«iy cFO fcTfto cUT 3T^^ttI 

27. RpiriTO ^0 «rrf ^ 'dRM Tjc^ «fR ^ ^ 

t I TO TO RPltcT TJc?! ^ IT?^ t TOlf^ ^ TO fro ^ 1^ TO ^ ^ 
eldidl ^Idl^ (d'dtJ^ c]d6 ^ 12,39% ^ ^"cd ms^ dlfdd P|(ddl ^ I dd<1i 

3rgTO ^ TORi ^ TOto RrTO ^ ^ RiTO ^ ent «rre: 
MRdf^ TOt gror TOTT ^i 3 rr 3tt to t i 3TO^ TOfTOt RrTO 
^ TO^ ^ MRdRid TOn 3TOTO TO SJT TOTO Rdld TO 

^ ^ ^ TOt t TO TOt ^r ift dTOTO crj^ ^ TOf TOfI t i ITOto ^ 
3TTO^ TO ^ ift # ^ rtTO 3TO^"1 ^ ^ 6(i") ^ ' 
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srt ^ 

f^nricT 1J^ afk ^ ^ ^ f^ cH^ ^ 

f^i^gicit ^ t I RiTRidcfl ^ ^ 6 ^ 

3T^^RW ^ ^ ^ ^«I "^TTHT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TTWR Mld-T 

^ W ^ I ^ ^cHT ^INIY ^ ^fDTPT ^ ^ t, 

aisrtcT Tj^ 1^7^^ I 

29. ^ wi urtoilt ^ ^ ^ 3 ft^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^f ^ ^ t, f^/l^ ^ f^ WcT ^ W SJTf ^ 

■it ^ ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^5^" 

^ ^ ^ Weft # 1 W^ Mel ^ ^ Mw 3M ft 

ft I 3Rr ^ 3Icn?T l ^ Ift^ 6(iii) <t5f5^ ft " 

^ ft^ 3^ ^rft^T ^ irf^^eftr arftt^r^ ftt ^ ^ gF?ft ^ 

f^3)t ^ yrif^H f^pRIH ^ ^ cJR^R ft ciMi xirfft?" I 

XTT^^ iTTftSHT ^ ^ ^ ^ f^ 3T^-I ^ fft^ 6(iii) ft? 

fthiTT fft^ '^SfR w w ft, slftf 3Rtfft^ ft I ft 'HNcT ^ fftriftr 

^ ^ tftfXT ftijft gft aifttftgft 3tk sirft ^ ^ fttw fftfftzriT ^ ^ 

f^rJJT ft I fft^ftw ft> ef^ ^ ^iftt ^ ft fft> ft ^6(m) 3F)T 

Tn'R'ft ft ^ftft jrftpGPT ifftf ft fft^ftef^ 'W'^ ftt, ftt lift IfttftRn ^ ^ 
^ ?T^ ft ^ ^ 3TTrft ft w 3fft fttft ^ 1ft^ 

f^Jtvl ^ ^7^ ft I 

ft^ eJTft xr^tf^ f?IO ^ WI ft ^ ^ 

^ 12.39% ^ fft^Ejtf^ tft^ W ft I 

3RI fft^rferaji ^ ft 

30. enft^ ft 3T^ fft^jfWr ^ ftftw ft, ^ ^ ftt, Jnfft^ ft ^ 

mm ^ ft^ «iTft ^ f^ TTsnfftqffftr wtp^ ^ ^ fftT=^ 

fftftRT TJ^ "^ft HIFT ft ^ ’TTf^ ^ fft^ft^ ft I 
fft^qtcT tFT 27.46% fft^ftf^T W ft 1 

^ETjg^ ^rfttol 3i(k ib^R^n ^ ft hic»T *llf^H 

31. intSmTTft ft ftt fft^iWt ft wfm ^ ^ 

^ ^ftf^ ft ^ fft^lfeft ^ ^TTE^ "TTf^Pr ftJHY fft^ ft I 





[ »WT I—1 ] 


'TIT?T ■'fiT TTJm ; aiffltJR'n 


u 


32. ^^TTf^(?T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t W ^•fl^ ^ 

^ aft^ gftcT ^ "m ^ ^ t I 3TcT: 

5Tfcr^^^ 3T«raT f'M# ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ arctrfSrcT t 1 ^ ^rargr, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ v3^ ^ ^ gr^ sff^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t L 


33 ^«STT ^ ^ f^ ^TTfJm SRT Wf^ ^ 2000-.01 

t I ^ ^ g^t, ^ ^ 

git?T ^ %, f^5T^ gr ^ ^ ^ t arsigr ^ 3if^ grsg^^ 

t 1 ^ g^t ^ gr^ srfci g^ ^ sfr? ^ ^ 


34. f^mgt g^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i 1^ 

^c^rg ^ g^ ^ trcr ^ f f^'HcrH ^ afgt^ g^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ > 

35 fg g?^ ^ gTf«=rg grto^ g^ ggn g^g # t 


36. ^ ^ «nl gg^g^ (^ ^ ^ g^ ^ 

gg -m^ grgng gtg g^ ^ ^ ^ gg^lf^ gg?g^ ^ 

f 1 grftcT ^ i(^ c5 i ^ ^ «n^elu^ ^ ^ ^ agglf^ g>t # i 

mi Tfg^tl^ gg?gg ggg^ ^ ^ gi^ f^ gg # ^ 

g?t^ gr^g g^ ggr t ^«fgT grgg grf^ g^g ^ g^i ^ I g? ^ ^ ^ 
g^^gijDt ^ gr^ ^Tt^ grt^ grlte^ ^ f^gto ^ gr^ ^ 
gr^ ^ grgg grf^ grgr t i 
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[PartI^—Sec. I] 


ant ^ 

37. ^ srj^ -2 ^ ^ ^ t I 

3E^Ef ^FR ^ (ii) sftY (iv) GR RiRcEt ^ # f^>F% - 

Sitif 3ISEJT 31^211 W ^ ^ RRH^cT f^Rl '^Hl 

3f^rf^ ?t?TT % I 15 ^ ^ ^ Ruif^d f^Rl 'dHI 3I^l1^ BTcIT 

% sftY Mc^cb ^ RTT^^ ^ ^ ^ f^nsfpt Rit ycPlRld Pi's'll ^ Rdl ■RflRT srtrf^RT 

^ t I ^ (ii) 3fk ^ (iii) ^T 15 ?IRT 3.4 r 5) f^ 

(RT^ j°|c£lRRl) ^ ^ I 

38. :ErrPf^TT^ ^ WTH % 3TRRR t PE RRH WFRY fci^H ^T 

fcTRK w Pe f^ ^ ^ ■^^TRcE SiPmpJ t 3lk ^ to^O ^ 

^ R# 3TR: RTcET^Efr t t I 1^ o!JTRR^ 

I|cb ^RRT f^clK RR (cIhK f%RT 3itR GyPT RKcI ^ 84^ ^ RT^Tefl f^RT I 

RY to^O glYI SPTfcf Rt RRRR YTRDR ^ 3Efrc?tR YHJ^ ^ 

ARcI ^ PnsRR^ R^t R^t I 

39. PiEFT^ 1^ RNR RRJ R5I SR, R^ ^ ^ ^ ^ RR^RES^ ^ 
RTRR t Rrf^ RTl?REE?t YDft 15 RIMRO^ RR RHTRRT R^ I RT^TRR 

^ ^ RR ^RRkR t f^ R^ vcJWIdR, «SERRI ^R^, R^ '^. 

^ fstRfl ^ YRCT 3TSTRT f^R^T ^ '<l'dRI^ 3ftY cRR 3R^R ^ RT^ ^i" (^RK 
fcERT RRT t I ^ RTRR^ RY PbRI RRT # I 

4Q ^ g?r ^5RT ^ 2000-01 ^r ^FRTRR ^ 6598 4le^t ^^R^ 

fi)YTRR ^ RR 3TfRH eERRR SR I R^ RTRT 70591 ^ RfRRRF 59119 
^ ^ Tj^ 3T8ltcI 11472 RR R^ PTYTRR I RYfpR 1[E?T RF pT^RR PERT 
W t R^t RTRT 17% R^ PeRRR RcRSi^ RY ^ ^ 

3IP7Rff RP 3fR RtF^ ^ RRYR ^ t I RF PERR^ RRR % I RTI^RR ^ 31^, 

#3 ^ ^ 5501.30 3flY 5503.30 YlftR 3RRTR R^ ^ RERT 2266.73 FR 

t I ^ 11472 ER r 5) PTRRF RcRfiffRRT 'fF? RTRR^i R^ Rp: RR RflRpt 
Rit sffY PnP P RRYPT Rp P YTRRft RpfP Rp RR R>PTR STTRTef pRR 2267.73 
p^ ER P ^ I FfP RRRRT, SIppOF P fP PtrP, RRF^ RE?Pt Pt aPt 
reP P Pir ^ 3(P otr: ff arjFp rtrt PT rrP R^ PPt P y^ ^r rP Pert 

FI FRFTT I 3RT: FcRTRR REp Rp PP) PI RTRT ^T Rpt 3TP RR cbTYF FT ^ 
^ P R#TR RTFR RRif Rp t I 3TF: FPtR RR 3l^8H Fp Rp t I 

qp^ fPr RR ERR RpR YJR^RcE Rpdl t fP Sp^ fPr ^ R^ 

2000 Py 2000-01 RpR^ RTPfT FFT# P I R? ^pRR pRf RRT t fP RTpR 
RWP P RRYF fPP ^fpjfP it I 


41 
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1] 

42. 3TFTm 3Tt4^% ^ ^ ^tTT^ ^ t f% 5503.30 ^ 3T?T% ^ W?^ 

^ 3i4l?r ^ 18 ^ ^ sirttct 

'^, 3 rier 4 T angel's, 4 »'|R' 4 I, sII^oI, ^c^mR-^I, ^ciefl, ^ilNM, 

^ cfSTT dl^clM ^ A Mie4>!M ^ JFTf^ ^ t I ^ 
^ oijRdJid ^TPjflcfi wi ^ ^rwd ^ RrgtRcT ^HdH ^jf^rr ^ ^ t i 

^ ^ ^ 1%^ ^ ^ 3imRT Mld^M ^ 3T#T f3fT ^ I 3T^ 

ift ^rsrm ^ ^ eiw 3 ij 41 ji 100% ^r ^ 85 % m wfm 

^ ^ ^r ^ t I ^ ^ 1R1%^ ^fOTwaft ^ 

i Ridchi ^ ^ ^ airar^ ^ fen ^ ^ t i 

43. ^ ift nfe c5^ 3j|c|^ni55 t fe snt ^'f^lelcb WWffT 1999 cf5t ^T 

2000 ^ ffe ^ eft I anft, 2000-01 ft nRn ft nrfer simfe ft feiJd anf 
aft I nR^ ft flRr^ ^Rc^ ft 1999-2000 nft ^c^nr ft 2000-01 ft nrft ■Euft 

nft ftfe^T ^ ft Rt fe airft 's’fftjfcHch ^ ft> ft I q'f^d: 1999-2000 ft ^ftt 

^R^l \3<diid4i1 ft ^ nan neftTH 3ftM^ ft ftt 2000-01 ft cirn 

3Tfen fenr I 3RT: 2000-01 ft ^ nft fttw ft wrafe 4^ftd^JI 

aiidRch FnTePft nan wnnn wm nn^n ft nan an^^ ft nft nft^ 

snnm ^ ^ ftt nfti ft 1 

fftidft T?fttfft??R gRT fex? n? ai^ftn 

44. ftfem fftnrft TTfttRnj^ ^ arjnR tftfen nrw^ ^ f^rfft fenrjnR ft;- 

(i) *^^<1 vj^i<;<ft1 5RT ni? vJvsidd 

nft 1996 ft qfeffticji nnw nn nnrmn 82 fftRinn fefttnm an 1 smft #t 
ft RixiMd c^ nwfn 2000-01 ft vJdiidH ft 99.43 fftfftmn fem. ^ nnr nan 
2001-2002 ft 104 fftfemn femo nnn^ nRft nn 3 T^nm ft I w ftt nftf ^ afeft 
ft 32 % ^ wdRid nRnr ft i nnnnn ft ?ici nft amfft ft aftfttiftcfj nmidd nft 

^ ft 3 TRfte ^ nR ftt ft I wsn ft fe nft fen «fnR nft ft nan am fenn 
^ nnt ftR RRftn 3sq ft ft annfR ft 1 

(ii) ftmnT - 2000 ^ atn n^i ftftftftrcn nn^n^ nft ^nmi 121 fftofemo ftr nft 
ft nan ftRr nftf nft amfft ft 40% nft ^ n^fftn nRft ^ nrft, 2001 n^n 
137.50 fftofemo ftf M I 

(iii) ftrnnr wftn - ^ ft mft ft smnr nnftm 80% ft aji nan niR afeft ft 

86.87% ftf ^fe mft mnni ft I 

(iv) oiTvJTR fftwT- nft^ nnnfet mr sink fenfn 1997-98 ft 69 . 45 % ft ?nnR 
2000-01 ft 86.7% ft w ft nan 2001-2002 ft sf^nR 96 . 98 % ft Rift ftt 
ftnimn ft 1 ^ nmR, n^ ftferfeaft ft oinnmffe Rn ft ^ aR^ mRR n^ 
nRRT nR fftrar ft nan nft ^ ftwn ft fttft femran nft ft Rmftf ft I 
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[PartI—Skc. I] 


(v) cJitRcT tiszp- ^ cfJtTRT ^ WTT^ WRcT 

^ ^DRT ^ ^ I 1998-99 ^ ^ ^ 

cfftRcT ^ 1999-2000 12% 2001-2002 ^ 57% ^ ^ I 

vlc^lcj'l dl^ld ^ 67% t, ^vhcpl 3T2t ^ ^ 

^ ^f 1999-2000 ^r 8% ^ Hsn,2000-01 ^f 38% cfft ^ I 

(vi) cbNTJTleHcb' ^ReTEI ■ ^ ^ 

f^Mcii 3T^ ^ T? 3R ift t, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cpKU| 6|f^ vjH^I ^ Plf^d My^llPidT I 

(vii) 3RI 3Tg<^ ^lecR - ^ afcTT^ Cf5t 3I|c|?ijcbdl t 2001-2002 ^ 

^r 5% 3Tf?lRcRT JIW ^ ^ cETTW ^ #iTT^^ 

40,55% ^ 38.74% ^ W t I ^ ^ 

^ WET WT^ ^ 3TRm HSJT WflcRR^tt ^ c^ f^ 

ftlY^4) WR "5^ f' I 'HytPK Rdich 10 3TR^^, 2001 arf^l'i^iHI "^TO 

105/200 i-^?ftT3TT^ ^ areftR ^Iw ^ vf^l^cb ^ ry rruM 

^TRmr t I 

mf&Egr^ 5M WfcT cWT ^RuUrHcb ^ET ^ offil 

45. GR^'lRtT RRIR ^ RrirR-23 ^«f Rf%^ STf^ff^r^TR R?r EIRT 9^5 (5) ^ 3T^;W, 

'H^lfiTT it PiIr'C RIRTcPI'?) cF)t Plulii etRT ^ f% ckiI RlRpT Micd'^stt !^(?th vHRlIki ^ 
RT2it cTSTT arfcT ^ ^ 3T«I^ ^Wff% ^RTRRT t I 

46. RT^Eft Rt-fTHfcIct) ^ 3T^-(( ^ % (iv) ^ RT^EIRf -$ 

>[Nf^ 13^ R7 Rlfer 3TFTRit ^ RiTTR ^ Rim ^ ?MR ^ fl^, 

vJcRlRchdl, Rrt?T R7 ^ ^SJT eTRcTT 34-iitR, ^ 'WT'RiRcb cTeiT ^ cf^tRctt 

Rlt JTRlRd ch'!^ cllct cpKcht, 'R^d 'TeitR ^ '{f'ld anf^cE 

"^JETRjf ?T*RT 'dcpcicpi RR iJeRTRRT ^fllRel I 

47 art^ RtElkoT STSltcT, f^f^Rl ^f WI'RlRch cT2R ^RTf^ RRft, 

RTRTR WTTRRRTT RT^ Rlf^, aTRdT ^3RRtR, R^tRR RRlf^ RT^ RRTR^, 
RR^ RRTF RR RRT^, ^RiRf^ #5rTR, RRI^, ?d!JTf^ ^ ^ftRletR 3TTf^ 

R5KR>V'dcpdR>1 ^ ^T^ET ^ '<J^dRl H'^d R^t ^ I 

48. ^ ^fen? ?R RY RfR^ ^ f^ R^ rIt^ RTRR^EJt 

^ RTRR R«n arf^ ^ rtt^ ^ rtcirt ^RRff^ Rtt ^rtrrt Rtf^ ^ 
"^TRR aif^ ^ ^'Rf^d W^R^T ^ftRicTR^r cfER RR^ ^ 3TrRTcit R7 RTRR^Eft 

^3R5 Rtt tRN ^ '('lai ^ I 



[^I—1] 
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WRtW ^ OTH erfcT ^ t^Elkui ^ ^ ^PRl ^ 

PIhi;J’«K 


(i) arraralf ^i5t ^ttstt 

^ an^n^rM^ 4Sy<^l^3Ti^ tj^) 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 


787677 

1447425 

950320 


7227669 

1076761 

1263692 


260552 

169068 

52720 


24307845 

11564538 

11700754 


32583743 

14257792 

13967486 


(ii) ttft aflY (x^ ^) 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

gagaag^EiRmi^M 

79019 

98750 

98340 

Jd ail^lld 

32584 

14258 

13967 

33 d niM 

111603 

113008 

112307 

'd'1<6 'tl iHNIdl 

XfJT 1%^ ( %) 

7.42 

2.38 

2.02 

yilxicbicbTii 
viejVl cfTT f^'ddl ( 

%) 

51.54 

62.47 

52.64 

^'d '3iaVl 

XfTT (%) 

70.8 

87.38 

87.56 


(iii) v3c4KH CTSJT aiw WT#fT (xpT^) 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

^iRd yHdl 

70500 

73000 

73000 


59168 

67943 

61345 

viMyVl (%) 

83.93 

93.07 

84.03 


iJlfxIchlchTl'i 'd£lV-‘l ^ ^ 
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[Part I —Sec. 1] 


(iv) ^ fIfW 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

ijitoiRTTit R>«jf^r4 
4t f^f^-ui 

57524 

70591 

59119 


(v) 4^)Hd 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

"GlfpR 4t 

mil'll cl 4tRcT 

♦ * ♦ ^ 

♦ ♦ Hr 

* * ♦ 

(^./tol.) 

55.04 

63.44 

78.39 

4^cf ^'4^1 

+ve 

d-ve 

-i-ve 


(vi) ^ 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

EBnuMiaBESMi 

■k -k -k 

k k k 

k k k 


It k * 

k k * 

k kk 

^8cT «PI c;*iH (%) 

* k k 

k kk 

k k k 


(vii) ^ 3if^ 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

3llclH 'TtilRj 

1234.41 

750.5 

2551.68 


(viii) oim jrtTT 

^ ^ ^ ^ DTST f3TT ^ 3ffY ^eiT 

?Tf^ 2000-2001 ^ ^ I 

(ix) ^ ^ 

JllRlctjl'?) ^ «f§d ^d) IR MlCd'ileft cPTT^ ^ ^ 2000- 

2001 ^ 4^ ^ eim ^ ciRHTT t I 

(x) gR^rfeTcR ^ ^nrtfiirT ^ii^ wa^ pritf 

^ 1998-99 ^ -ejlfrTcbl^Tl! ^TfqfM ^ JT^TF SIT 4lf^ 1999- 

2000 £RT?W 4 ^ 3fk 2000-2001 ^ 4 W SR | 








































['IFT I—1 ] 




(xi) 

1997-98 ^21T 1998-99 ^ ^ ^ ^ -<rW\R ^ 

6f^ W 1 cTSirf^t, ’E}^ ^ ^?frfTT clETE 

^ ^ eft 1 

(xii) ftjR 

■EJ^ ftft^ ftrPraHHl' ft) EPRuy GTtfft cfnftnlM EfJT ft^ W en I 

(xiii) ^ ci^ c^t ar^ 

E^iftTf ^ ft fftftk ’jftfftiTWT Ef^ tt^T en ^eJT fftftftl 

ftW^F Eft^ Eftt fft^E^R wt ft EfERUT fftlftyj ftft ft fftftft-fnft t I 

49. yM^cKI ^JETEJj PimI^RsIcI ^?lfft ft:- 

(i) ft^ ftftt ft ftEf^ ft ftt etT^ ft Efft 1998-99 ft Ef-?t 3Tftft 

^ jfTfRT: EfTfft Cinft t I 

(ii) ftftfefEF) ftt Efmf ftfj[ ft eft 1998-99 Eft fttftt^Tl^ 'ft ftt'JR 

fttft LiRcift^ '^sifT ( 

(iii) ft?^ ftftt ft aTITTlftt EF)T fftw Eft 1998-99 ft ftftPT 7.42 ft ftftlOTft ft ftlTH 
cfTfT 2.02% ft Enn t I 

(iv) ETft| vjgftr ftt Eft fft 1999-2000 ft ftftlET -^cM 62,47% ft eRIT efF 
’ETScR 52.64% 7^ W[ t I 

(v) TfiterWr Ejftm ert Ererr erfRn wtm ftsft Eft ft -ftTH 93.07 

ftt ftftt^lft ft ERRR 84.03% ft ERTT t I 

(vi) EJifftcnwTi'l Eft^ ^SftTET Efft ftfftft ETiiS 1999-2000 ft 70591 ft ETc^c^R 

Eftfttarft ft ftpR 59119 Enftt ft ^ t I 

(vii) m[fto ^TTErrftt ft ERRUT EfftrET cRftftt ^ % I 

(viii) Eftc^ 3TTft REETT^ xr ^pfEf tftftt EftiTEr ER^EEft ft EFRTft Eftt E^F t ERJlfft 
STRITEfF ft Mgtl ft Ejft,j^ Eftt EfftTFEI Efft EJEJpjr ft 1 

(ix) Eftaftan-ft ft ftklEF EftE^ ^ftRl ERT ftfftET ^fftift EFEliftt E}^ ft I 

(x) E^fft ^Eift TRf ft jfEttET ftEn t ETTfftFEfTrWF EFft^^ EfRqfftft Efft W-F ^3FT 
t ETm Ejft^ Ejftftrr ft fftft^ 9^^ ^u||E9ch E^FT'Er ^ EfRRTF ft I 

(xi) ftFfttanft ft ftftFET ETiRicbicbEfr EpEfftftft chi EiEiftt Mit? ^FE^FEh err i 

(xii) ftcT^ fftfttEF fMft ft ERRUj ftlJllE ^ ER IfnilElEh l^TTEl STT 1 ETeftEt^ -qftft 
Ejftftr fttE:^ fftftiinft ft Ejurif mft cfftmrfftft efet ftEfEi Eft uci en l 

(xiii) Effttfft Ejftti EFift ^F ift ft, '^irfftEi fftft-i iR?Tn iftE^ ift fftrftft yEn 
Ef)ftF ft fftE7 ^TJ^ch iftt ft I 
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[Part I —Skc. Ij 


50. ■TtE ^7^ % ^ ^ aiNldt ^ ETST ^ 3T^ ^ 

^ t 1 ^ ^ ^ 3ITfe 

vsirEr 3T^ ^r ^etr ^r ^ ^ t -guRr ^ 

^rtH'^ftfl ^ cplipl ^ ^ % 1 

51. Riftl^i^l ^ hmHi % 4]^c; hFJc;u<s^ ^ £2IH ^ 'i<dcT ^ W hIHHI 

31^^ ^ ^ ^ 3IPTT^ ^ FI^ vj^ ^ erl^ RfM I f^Rft ■jft 3TTf^ 

RIR^ ^ RTE^eft ^ Rf^Wm ^ 'dcPdl t" I vJ^ cFt 

5rf^, 5^: ^ ^ ^3cRT^ ^ RTf^ ^TtRcfr RY tm RTcTT # cfEJT ER^ ^ 3TNM ^ ^f^tRcfi 

w ^ ^ ^ Fi^ ^ arf^ ^ ^ # I JTTter^ ^ ^ 

EI^; ^ ITRlf^ cTT^ anf^ HlMcfSl' ^ ^ OTFT ^f ^ 

RTS^T^TEJt ^ 'iadd ^ 3)|q?qct7dl ^ I 

52. ■ET^ ^3^ ^?HTR ^aff ^ ^ ^TtRcT ^IR^ 

jnter^ ^ Rt^ 3T^ ^ ^WR ^3 c^RFT RHRT ^IR^ ^ 

HHtt>1^ 'Rclt^R ^[JRcr RMfEl cTSU W 1^R^ ^EI cR^aiT ^ dcRldH ^T 
^^FcTRTR ^tcTT %, ^ Riwf^cp cfjlHcl ^ t«uM §EJ ^Ef ^ ^Rdf^ vJdllci'l 

elHicl ^ iJilVl f^RIT ^ I Srf^ ET^ ^Hl RRI afTf^ c^ feH? f^EjlRd cirrWFTT- 
Tif^d cI^Hd ^ pel'll ailiJifcId ^'t^art c^ R^d *J^ed ^ ^ ^ I 

R ^lit»T EI>T ^ cWT 3IRI ^ 

(?f5) e'ldlM'lc^ldX kjf^f^cp lET^^ cfTf RIdd ^Eft ^^ed7 aTETR 
4. Hldcil^RI f^O, ^ gRT El? ar^Ei 

53. alWr^RP Cf^ RPmldl # l vTR^ settee cm XTEJ EFI 

^ ITJEE t l^'iRR RtEER ^ ^ t I ^ RRl 

f^RE7 ar^Rlff^ ^ RQl^d EE^EY ^ JRRERW ^ feR '^l^EITi? cIcp^tcfTt aflE'ET^ 
t lETf^ QRltd xm^ ^ 3TTERT ^ gRT ?E EE dm f^n'M 

arrw er t I gWr^MEY ee^ (ioof^ Pig^<E) ^ ^ xjm 

xTEfE^ ^ I Eg gTE S'ccplcft^d R^lddl EE EfrRtEJt Efeff^' E7ERT x^ftfifcTm XfE'^^f 
[85% XxgTtefr ^ Eg ^yE t I #M#fR i?M^ xmgET cfE F17d 

ir f?fRft 3RE XTEgET RPlH^dT gRT E^lf %ET EfTET t afR xrj^gf^ xm^ST'? Xf^Tc^^ 

f^Mmaft ^gEEI^^X[^XT^f^tl grrf^ gt^ME^fR xrf^pf^ x^^rgETT EE EfdE 

^£jt iycE7 eFTT^ f^ ETEPE S'f^fclE xmgEY ^ ETE XEt^ X3f| EERE 
f^nf^Rad EEEE f" 

(i) gEEE RRtxii ^tet ^r E# ^ t I 

(ii) Eg EFTPE Xxf^fcld) xmgEY % E^ EETT^ ^ ETE RfrfEPlt E^ ERdl ^ I 
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(iii) <3^tP|d W%r ^ ^ fcrf^P^d WfHT % Wl^ aifSpp 

^ t 1 

(iv) ^'^chl ^JCPjfR l^f^d TpEfTg Hl-Wl^d f^Fic^ ‘IV j'l 

^ t f^RT^ Mld^yW WW^ STRIT^ f^T WT t I 

(v) RlPli^4t ^ c^ CRHT 3RFR1 ^TfTT 

f^RT^ w^ ^ jRfRT imr t mn^ Tne^Efl ^^iiv 

to 'i\ WcTT t I 

54. STRITcT^ ^ 'll? ifF ^tTRIT t 10.1.2002 ^ ^fftolto ^ 

^ ^<i< ^ fcttocnar! ^ 3?toto ^ ^ 4 Tc 1 ^ ^ ci^ ^ ^tod ^ 

OTJTTcT toj 100%. T^c^r tol^ ^TT^ ^ tofdttoR v^f^fcicR 

f^PiH'i^i ^ cfi^ t 1 3iFt ^ ^ 3Tmf tor w t totot^R qn^ci 

mdd'iltft qR^ ^ viM^cw aiitr^xBT rr! '<Rfr(^ 

^srefRT tor?T wnft ^ strtrt ^ qtoiRRT aiRito WRcn fdto oft? :i^i 
^ ^ ^ toft qft to I 

toj^qUr ^ tor 

55. qrm ft toRto qq^ ft i tofttcto: 

qs’f^q’ qft kjq^ f^'t+i ^ sreiiqi qftt ft 1 vdciVi v^cdllftci ^jfsbl^R q^iTj^iv 

ft?T ft amnto ^ ^h^rt ft i Middfteft toft eft 3 t^r •." 

‘*WR cirto ftftt toft ft ft ^ to qq^R ft "^rct ft qrto toj rti 
toto ^ERqr^ ft wq arerar ft arerar ftftt toft ft ft to 3 ri cr^ ft I 
ftr toft cR ft ftqpT to ft fttor toraft totoft totJftr ftt fftftq ' di aft : ft 
stoto ftcT tot ft; 

56. ^ ftftto Rjq^ ft fft g^rr ^ ^ ^r ^ ft I tift^ torq 

ft to toRTto vdoiiq ft ^dlldd ft ftRrr 31M:#qcb to ft, toRT qq q^ ft 

xl^ldd ft to 3TRn?qq5 ft I 


57. FT "to '3FTqq ft to? STRT tof ft vHdM ft ftfttoT> qq^^T ft ftftto viird 

ftt 3Tt7 ftt fftf^ jfitoqft qq Rqq srrqftftq qRift ft rtf wto ddiito i[t^ ffttoe qq^R 
ftq^ ftftfto qq^ 3to ft ^ qq ft I fftf^ qrfftqqft q? fftftq tor qqr qr fft’ 
toj^ vtoq gIRT Tjtoftr qfftfto qq^ qnqiq ft sriqito qffttoqi qq^ ft wq qq-v^ ^ 
qen fftf^ qrfftqqft to sr^q to qrqr qqr srr i 

58. FF q? 4dMi ftt qrftfftq^ ftRTT fft Iftd«i>fi qSTqqq ft fttfttfttftftR qfftfetqi qqfqq qft 

ciqRftqft towrq toft ftt ftR^^ to qft ft I 


59 . toq ft tot q? ft qft to ft to to qq^ fttftfttoR qtoto 5 qq^q ft 

ft qrqft ft FF" Rift qq ftftq ft, q? q^ ^ ft to qqr fq tow qq qq^R Rqid 
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I viimH ^ STNTTcTT RY HIC'IxW 'fTsT^cT RTRcl ^ f^^TcPI ^E?T 

fclT[T TjTT ^ <TctRFr '^4)^17 4 ift ^T^TFI 'JrM ti cTPJ I i|^ 4^ IcfrTJI 

t ^ ^TRI TIFTP^f ^ cf^TRT ^ 3Tf^ I 

ITT f^lf% 4 ^ JRfteft ^ HFt 4 Bt ^ BTiMeftHT BKf 

^3BTTf4l ^ TTBTT t B^I 5ntoF4 tWcfi BR TRF^ t IT 

BT4BfrefBTT BTTIBT ^ STHTTH t^RTT R1 TIc4 I 

Rl torjt gTTT ^ 

60. irtel^t 4 4. f4lO efaTT fcfxIT^ RTB I ?1B 

TTRT ?t TTcF^ % BWfMrT TJIMcIcF TJTft 44TT^Je^ 414 ^ 3^4^ BKTI Bt 

3m4?T T^f^^cTcF WIeR cFcR fc^TIT t, IT# 3TTW T^TEffR 4k RT ^RTlf^TT 
#f4cEF tfTTIBT # RFI # BTR ^t 4 # 3Tff4 ^ TT# t I ITT cTSE ^ RETR ^ # 
B1h' 1#4'HT #kcTcF EEIET 4 T!#c4 41<l^cT # ETRT 1007^ #4 4 I ITT ETrl # 

RiMkE? ETIET ^ Tfk| GcRRch'i 4. RY#4 RltFfelcF fefO, 4, cIRTitR#4B REIETt T 
T4f4ET'RT fko E2TT 4. 3# 4t t 4 TcT BRT ^ # 4 # 4 #44rc4RT T[f4#IEi REIWT -TT 
### ^ ER4 t I ^frqftcftET k<#fel4;' RE^RT # ## #1^6 4r “T^n#! 4k RT 14f4d 
RtIkeEF RRI4T 4 ^ Site t I RffeET^ El RT^ t # iTRtRlktRT RTTIRT R-ejkr fITE 
TIcRTf^rf TiflFkER RRIET 4 RTklf^ERT RR 4 Rf4TET4lE R# t IE acjRT BtEBrtcfrRT ^?fff4cr4> 
R5TBRT c4 3TTETE E^TR #544 r41 R^i 4 t cRff# 4 TRETE e4^ ToR 4 EETI#! 
VjifhfcfcR RRIET e4 RIe r4 RtR E^t ERE 4 I lEfcPs R]f4ER4 l4 RTER44r cTEJ cF# 
e 4 f4RRfkT 4 ETIT TTI4 ER 5RETE ER4 4 I Ek| 3 £j4| e 4 krET34 ER £ETR 4 Ea4 v!3 

Bl4rRY4lRT RT rter4e4 ^jeet 4 4t rttt^ fkE# t4 3# er41e eer e4ee 2,40 

3TE4e4 ErcR/#ET ET 3Tte 4 I IT# 3TcnET, El f^Ek e4rE T### RR^ET e4 E^RcI'I 4 
kkfc# R^ Er# TfTElft i#44 4kTIe( e 4 3TE4#tE e4Ec 4 4 ^/E# k c^RW ERR- 
EEIE 4 41 ^ It# I 2.40 ^ ETT ^cR/#ET e4 IE t4 3# # e4eE e4 RERT # 
ETT# e14 re4c 4 Ykr^d # 4t irt) e4 e4ee 4 1074 +/“) er eer-eite iTet 4 K # 

e4 3RER e4eE 940 ETER/#.ER ET# # 4 I 

61. RT14er 4 Etirk 4 # TTIETEEET RTEkt# ^JTE^ er Et?E IE RIER e 4 TTETRT EREl ^ 

1kE4 Ekj^ EEtE e 4 ark r^e t# 4 3fk iet#e eter 4 v4r kki RkrR# e 4 fkrk 
EIRT ERET 4 # 4?T # EIHIE f4E 4 4 I 

Oil RrkERk e 4 ETETET 4 f# RTEe 4# E^eE> eTEk 4 ETEft^f EEIfE <# e4eR TET ET 
RTilRl 4 EERR 4 I EElk, RTEE 4# ERT# 4 IRT ETEftE ETET^I 4 EkiE akTREi 4 EEtt 
e 4 TTTR# I IT# kRkl RTEE 4# ERIE elT^ ERE 4 RTEE r 1#ET HE kEi4 ETet 3T^fR'T 
^RTE TfETE 44, ETfPT ER Ilk 4 EETE stRI EET ER'EtEET34 r 4 EE^ RT^ 4 ETlM'rlj 
fEERR 41 EReTRTEI EREE TT# 4 EER ket# I RTk<EI'51 EtE ERct 4 # RTEE 4# ERTE EP]^ 
E;# TT EE^ kl 4 3EETE kR# 4t RERT 4 Elkl E# l4 3# ITTfcTR, El EREmET3Tt Et 
EETTE e 4 ERE 'EET RT RETE E# El44 I EREtEET 3T# # 3TT^ 4 4 ET 3# 3TkET t4e TET 

TERR 4 I 
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VJIITI ^f^OJTTf 

63. 'icilcm w cfTsr^ ^ wic| ^ Pr^tJ xr t %: 

(i) ^ % TfRcT cfJt cF>T Pf^licT 'HIHM ^ cfjrr tr f^-RlJ 

W t I 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ t; 

(iii) ^ ^\^ ^ cfft ^ eft ^ 5if^ 3fk site ^ ^ficf^tt t i 

64. t%Ti arPlPm cf^t ^ 3Te2JR 55 ^ StePteT cfJ^R 

^ 3Prto, qilR'Ml (^.^.) efSTT ajl^efe cfJ 3^1 ^ MPtef kj(> 7(^47 

^ 31 Illicit ^ 5mT^ W^Rt?ft ^ vfr^t ^RsPr ^ PTLhlP^T clR^TT v3f^cT ^fRUf ^311^ ^ I 
^ HirSi'i ^ eif^ iiinSu ^ "ift ^ ^ «RT^ c^ ^eJt efft eftt 
%PTf^ c^ M'fciici 4R^ t. # c^ fefT^ ^ 11^ ^dt>i efft ^ ar^ ^ ^mTtcT 
I arf^ Hil^'i Pr£it% 4R^ ^ 3TRn‘cff 45t cf^Pi^ 4^ ^epn ^itci 314 % c^ fftRf 

Pr4t% 4?! arfcT f^47t 47 ^?! ^ 4^ ^ t l ^fRfrPtcT ^c4^ ^ Tf4ET 41^ 

^?R47R ^ 41T5t 47t 4fT% 4Tcft 3TpRj^ 4^ cl I ^<{5 ^ RFJ ^ t I 4T^ ^ 

PFTTJW?^:- 



vtcqracb/PPridcb 

mdH'^ttft !fjC4) (^1^71 '8lCi'< 

fitrm)* 

314fl47| 

4itt Pl4tcT47 

0.366 

EflttKli&BflHUd 

4^ Pr4t44’ 

0.225 


1^.41^ kifshfcHclj 4i.fci. 

0.16 

41 ^^4 

344 Pi4'ic14> 

0.313 


*4aiTPr, 4F ^ ?Rt 3T£ft4 t f^ ^74^ ^ ^ ?Plt4tcft^ f«Rf^ l?4^c^ 


419^?^ 4^ 4141 100% 47 3TT4T4 2.40 ^ TRT ^^4 3Tpf43 ^ 34^ I'left 4 TcPI 

47t4n # 4t ^ 444 qr64it£ft ^ ^ vmpft I ^ 47t4cT ^ 5% ^ 44R-4^ 4^ 

3T^iTf^ ^ I #FTtTfr#fR t^r^-slx! 47t 2.40 ^ IRT 4TeR/fcfrjn 47t 47t44 ^T ^44^t 

43^ WPft 4^ 314^4 47t4cft ^f 940 ^ tRT 4IeR/ ’ft.44 47t 3fT4R 47^44 

^ 10% ^ 3Tf^ 44 4pclcf4 ^ 44 4pf4 ^ ^ 4?frEr4 Pt34T 441^4 I ?4 4^ ^ fi >14 
^Pr43‘^43414’^f 5I44%4 4T ’ft ^ 3TTf 444f^ ^ T?f^<?t ’ft^f^cT 4^ 45M Jmi^t ^ I 

65. ^ 4^ c^ 3TT4Tcft 44 4f4 #4T^[c43 3lPlPl4H, 1975 4ft 414 3.341, 841,9 

44T 947 c^ 444 ePTH? 4V ^c4it 4lt ^T^cRf 41 ft 4444 ^ 7ft4T 4ft4 7ft4R{e4l 

3TfgrPr44,1962 ^ 3T£ff4 #4T^;44l ^1414 gRT 31l47f^d PrefR^H ^^44 t^F I 

66. ?4 3TT^ ^ f^dl47 471^ 345ter 444 3FPfPr44 c^ 3rjfTR #41^447, 44l|4^c47 .3(17 
74ot (Pr44R) 3T4tcft4 4Tr4p[4RR ^ 444 4T47 4 ft 4FT 4cMt I 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 6th August, 2002 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject : Sunset Review of anti-dumping duty concerning imports of Acrylic Fibre originating in or 
exported from USA, Korea (RP) and Thailand—Final Findings. 


No. 26 /U 2 m-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof. 


A. PROCEDURE: 


2. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigations 


(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), 
initiated the Sunset Review investigation of anti-dumping duty 
imposed on imports of Acrylic Fibre (hereinafter referred to as 
subject goods), originating in or exported fi-om USA, Korea (RP) 
and Thailand (hereinafter referred to as subject countries) pursuant 
to the Final Findings notification No.47/ADD/IW dated 14-10- 
1997 and mid-term review notification No,21/l/99-DGAD dated 
19-4-2000. - This Sunset Review was initiated vide Notification 
No. 26/1/2001-DGAD dated 7*’’ August, 2001. 


(ii) The Designated Authority notified the initiation of this Sunset 
Review vide Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD dated 7* August, 
2001 with regard to anti-dumping duties imposed on imports of 
Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported fi'om the subject countries. 
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The Designated Authority forwarded a copy of the initiation 
notification to the known interested parties, who were requested to 
furnish their views, if any, on the said findings within forty days 
from the date of the letter. 

(iii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to the known 
industry associations and Forum of Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers 
and gave them an opportunity to make their views known in 
writing. 

(iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the 
known exporters and gave them an opportunity to make their views 
known in writing in accordance with the Rule 6(2). The Authority 
sent questionnaire to the following known exporters:- 

1. M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Limited, Thailand. 

2. M/s. Haril Synthetic Fibber Co., Ltd., Seoul, Korea. 

3. Ms/. Taekwang Industrial Co., Ltd., Seoul, Korea. 

4. M/s. Sterling Fibers, Inc., USA. 

5. M/s. Cytec Industries Inc., USA. 

Only M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., Thailand responded to 

the questionnaire. 

(v) The Authority forwarded copy of the public notice to the following 
known importers and consumers of Acrylic Fibre in India (whose 
details were made available by the petitioners in the original 
investigations) in accordance with Rule 6(5) and advised them to 
make their views known in writing within forty days from the date 
of the letter. 

1. M/s. Rajasthan Spinning & Weaving Mills Ltd., New Delhi. 

2. M/s. Siddharth Super Spinning Mills Ltd., New Delhi. 

3. M/s. Adhinath Textiles Ltd., Punjab. 

4. M/s. Vardhaman Spinning & General Mills, Punjab. 

5. M/s. Malwa Cotton Spinning Mills Ltd., Punjab. 

6 . M/s. Winsome Textile Industries Ltd., Chandigarh. 

7. M/s. Bhiwani Textile Mills, Haryana. 

8 . M/s. Shruti Synthetics Ltd., Rajasthan. 

9. M/s. Nahar Spimiing Mills Ltd., Punjab. 

lO.Indian Spinners’ Association, Mumbai. 
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11 .M/s. Supreme Nonwovens Ltd., Mumbai. 

(vi) The Authority forwarded the initiation notification to the Embassies 
of the subject countries in New Delhi in accordance with Rule 6(2) 
with a request to advise the exporters/producers from their country 
to respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy 
of the letter and questionnaire sent to the exporters was also sent to 
the concerned Embassies, along with a list of known 
exporters/producers 

(vii) The Authority provided an opportunity to the interested parties to 
present their views orally in a public hearing on 10.1.2002. All 
parties presenting views were requested to file written submissions 
of their views expressed. The parties were advised to collect copies 
of the views expressed by the opposing parties and offer rebuttals, 
if any; 

(viii) In addition to the known interested parties, responses/information 
was filed by the following interested parties during the 
investigation: 

1. Sutlej Industries Ltd., Mumbai. 

2. APM Industries Ltd., (Unit: Orient Syntex), New Delhi. 

3. Deepak Spinners Ltd., Chandigarh - 160019. 

(ix) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties 
containing non-confidential version of all evidence submitted by 
various interested parties for inspection, upon request; 

(x) Arguments raised by the interested parties have been appropriately 
dealt in these findings; 

(xi) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to known 
interested parties on 22"‘* July, 2002 and comments received on the 
same have also been duly considered in these findings; 

(xii) The period of investigation (POI) for the present sunset review is 
April, 2000 to 31** March, 2001. 
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(xiii) ***in this notification represents information furnished by the 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the 
Authority under the Rules; 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

3. The product involved in the present investigation is Acrylic Fibre. 
Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of synthetic polymer composed of at least 85% 
by weight of Acrylonitrile, which is the major raw material for production of 
Acrylic Fibre. Acrylic Fibre is classified under sub-head 550330 of Schedule 
I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and No. 55033000 under the Indian Trade 
Classification (based on Harmonised Commodity description). The 
Classification is, however, indicative only and is in no way binding on the 
scope of the present investigations. 

Submissions made by M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., 

4. The present sunset review is simply a review of the investigation that 
vvas originally commenced on 13.9.1996. The scope of the product under 
investigation and subjected to anti-dumping duty in the sunset review is and 
should be the same as that of the original investigation. In the original 
investigation also, the product was defined as Acrylic Fibre falling under 
Customs Code 5503.30. However, in para 50 of the preliminary findings 
dated 31.3.1997, anti-dumping duty was recommended on all Acrylic Fibre 
falling under Chapter 55. This, however, did not alter the scope of the 
product that was subject to investigation and to anti-dumping duty. 

5. In the present petition, the domestic industry has indicated the product 
as covering both Synthetic filament tow falling under 5501.30 and Synthetic 
staple fibre falling under 5503.30. The import statistics have also been 
indicated for both these customs codes. The Authority has indicated in the 
initiation notice only Customs code 5503.30. Products falling under different 
tariff entries of the Customs Tariff are recognized as distinct and different 
products. While different products may be covered by a single tariff entry, 
the converse is not true, i.e. different tariff items cannot cover the same item. 
The product on which the domestic industry wanted anti-dumping duty was 
Acrylic Fibre. The investigation originally was restricted only to this item. 
Subsequently, it appears that another product has also been brought within 
the ambit of the investigation without appreciation of the scope of the review 
and investigation. 
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6. The import statistics relied upon by the petitioner and by the Authority 
in the original investigation included only Acrylic Fibre falling under 
5503.30. It is not known as to how Acrylic tow falling under 5501.30 has 
also been covered in the petition and the finding in the subsequent review. 
Even in the year 93-94 there were imports of Acrylic tow under 5501.30 of 
1859.370 MT. Hence, Acrylic tow has been brought within the scope of 
investigation erroneously. 

7. Thus the investigation should be restricted to Acrylic Fibre falling 
under 5503.30. The import statistics for the purpose of evaluating material 
injury should also be restricted to 5503.30. The domestic industry must not 
be allowed to enlarge the scope of the investigation subsequently by such 
means. 

Submissions made by Indian Spinners Association: 

8. According to Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD dated 7.8.2001 the 
product under consideration is Acrylic Fibre classified under sub-heading 
No. 550330 of Schedule - I of Customs Tariff Act. It would mean that 
modacrylic fibre falling in item No. 5503.30 or acrylic or modacrylic tow 
falling in sub-heading No. 5501.30 are outside the purview of the enquiry. 

Submissions made by the domestic industry; 

9. The product under consideration in the present investigation is Acrylic 
fibre, irrespective of its grade and types, whether it is tow or top. All types 
are covered within the scope of the duty and since, all types are covered 
under scope of duty, all types are within the scope of the present review. It 
has been clearly mentioned in the initiation notification also that the custom 
classification is indicative only and not binding on the scope of the 
investigation. 

10. Being a review investigation, the product under consideration in the 
present investigation has to remain same as has been in the main 
investigation. It is classified under custom subheading 5501.30 and 5503.30 
of the Customs Tariff Act. 

11. In the questionnaire response filed by the only responding exporter in 
the present investigation, the exporter has stated the scope of the 
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investigation from 1.5 denier to 8.0 denier. It is clarified that the scope in the 
present investigation covers all deniers of Acrylic Fibre. 

12. As regards different custom tariffs for different products, the custom 
tariffs for different products and different types of a product are two different 
issues. It is factually not correct to say that different tariff items can not cover 
the same item. It has been demonstrated in a number of investigations that 
the product has been imported under a number of different customs 
classifications. It can not be said that scope of a product can not exceed 
custom classification. We rely upon various investigation conducted by the 
Designated Authority so far, in which more than one custom classification 
has been clubbed for a product. 

13. Regarding request by the exporter to specifically clarify that the duty is 
applicable on Acrylic Fibre “falling under custom subheading no. 5503.30” 
only, we rely upon the decision of the Designated Authority on the same 
product in the previously completed investigations. 

Examination by the Designated Authority: 

14. In the preliminary findings dated 31.3.1997 of the previous 
investigation the Designated Authority had recommended imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty on imports of Acrylic Fibre falling under Chapter 55 of the 
Customs Tariff. In the final findings dated 14.10.1997, Authority has 
confirmed the preliminary findings as regards imposition of anti-dumping 
duty on imports of Acrylic Fibre. Similarly, in the review findings notified 
vide Notification No. 21/1/99-DGAD dated 19.4.2000 the Authority had 
recommended imposition of anti-dumping duty on Acrylic Fibre falling 
under Chapter 55 of the Customs Tariff. As has been stated in the initiation 
notification dated 7.8.2001 under para 1 that the Customs/ITC classification 
mentioned therein are indicative only and are in no way binding on the scope 
of the investigations. Therefore, the investigation and/or imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty caimot be restricted to sub-heading 550330 of Schedule I of 
the Customs Tariff Classification and the investigations can cover Acrylic 
Fibre classifiable under any sub-heading of Chapter 55 of the Customs Tariff 
Classification. 
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C. Like Article 

15. Rule 2(d) of the anti-dumping rules specifies that “Like Articles” 
means an Article which is identical or alike in all respects to the product 
under investigation or in the absence of such an Article, another Article, 
having characteristics closely resembling those of the articles under 
examinations. 

16. The Authority also finds that there is no argument disputing that 
Acrylic Fibre produced by the domestic industry has characteristics closely 
resembling the imported material and is substitutable by Acrylic Fibre 
imported from the subject countries both commercially and technically. 
Therefore, the Authority holds the view that Acrylic Fibre produced by the 
domestic industry be treated as Like Article to the product exported from 
USA, Korea (RP) and Thailand within the meaning of Rule 2(d). 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

Submissions made by M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., Thailand. 

17. In part II of the petition, the production of 5 Indian Producers has been 
given. M/s. Vardhaman Acrylics Ltd (VAL) is one producer. It has been 
indicated in the petition that the said producer is related to Vardhaman 
Spinning, an importer of acrylic fibre. VAL has, therefore, been excluded 
from the scope of the domestic industry. We submit that the exclusion of 
VAL, unilaterally by the domestic industry, is incorrect and amounts to the 
domestic industry exercising the power of the Designated Authority. 

18. It is our submission that the quantum of imports into the country is 
small and most of the imports are to advance licence holders for the purpose 
of using the acrylic fibre in export production. Consequently the imports, if 
any, by Vardhaman Spinning will not necessitate the exclusion of VAL from 
the domestic industry. We submit that this exclusion has been made 
deliberately in order to distort the picture of the domestic industry and the 
injury analysis. 

Submissions made by the domestic industry: 

19. The domestic industry has merely brought the facts and claimed that 
M/s. Vardhman should be excluded from the scope of the investigations. The 
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Designated Authority appears to be satisfied that the company is required to 
be excluded from the scope of the present investigations. However, in case 
the Designated Authority considers it relevant to include the information in 
respect of that company, relevant information can always be called from that 
company. The petitioners have no objection to their inclusion also. 

Examination by the Designated Authority: 

20. As per the information furnished by the domestic industry the three 
producers, viz, Indian Acrylics Ltd., ii) Consolidated Fibres and Chemicals 
Ltd., and iii) M/s. Pasupati Acrlylon Ltd., account for a share of 60% of the 
domestic production. It has been stated in the non-confidential version of the 
petition that M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., another producer of Acrylic Fibre, 
is related to M/s. Vardhman Spinning Mills Ltd., which is a group company 
promoted by S.P. Oswal group. M/s. Vardhman Spinning Mills is an 
importer of Acrylic Fibre and therefore M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., were 
excluded from the domestic industry. The Authority therefore is of the view 
that the three producers represent the domestic industry in terms of Rule 5(3) 
as they account for majority of the domestic production of Acrylic Fibre. 

E. EXAMINATION OF ISSUES RELATED TO NORMAL VALUE, 
EXPORT PRICE & DUMPING 

21. The Authority sent questionnaires to the known exporters and the 
embassies of the subject countries in India for the purpose of determination 
of normal value in accordance with section 9A(1)(C) of the Act. Only one 
exporter from Thailand, viz M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., has responded 
to the questionnaire. None of the exporters/producers from USA and Korea 
RP have responded to the questionnaire. 

Views of the domestic industry 

22. It is relevant to point out that the Designated Authority has found in 
the past that considerable amount of sales were made by the exporter in home 
market below its cost of production. This has been finding of the Designated 
Authority in the previously concluded two review investigations also. Such 
sales are to be ignored in accordance with Annexure I to the Rules. The 
exports from Korea continued at considerable volume in spite of the fact that 
substantial anti dumping duties are applicable on such exports. The exporters 
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from Korea have not cooperated with the Designated Authority in the past. 
Similar is the situation with regard to exports from USA. 

Examination by the Authority 
Normal Value in respect of Thailand 

23. Under Section 9A(l)(c), normal value in relation to an article means: 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like 
article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub- 
section(6); or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of 
trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or 
when because of the particular market situation or low volume of the 
sales in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, such 
sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall be 
either - 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article when 
exported from the exporting country or territory or an 
appropriate third country as determined in accordance with 
the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of 
origin along with reasonable addition for administrative, 
selling and general costs, and for profits, as determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6). 

M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., Thailand has furnished a detailed response to 
the questionnaire containing information relating to domestic sales and exports 
to India. The Authority has also conducted an on the spot verification of the 
exporter’s information. It has been found that the domestic sales of the 
exporter have been in the ordinary course of trade as more than 80% of the 
domestic sales are above the cost of production plus administrative, selling and 
general costs. Therefore normal value in respect of Thailand has been 
determined on the basis of sale price of Acrylic Fibre in domestic market. 
Various adjustments claimed have been verified. After considering the 
adjustments on account of Discounts *’''*Baht, Inland freight ***Baht, Interest 
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*’''*Baht and Guarantee commission ’'‘**Baht the normal value for Thai 
exporter has been determined as ***Baht/kg. 

Normal value in respect of USA & Korea 

24. None of the exporters from USA and Korea responded to the 
Questionnaire issued by the Authority or furnished any information relevant to 
the determination of dumping. The petitioner has claimed that dumping 
continues from USA and Korea and has claimed normal value of Acrylic Fibre 
on the basis of prices for the major raw material Acrylo Nitrile published in a 
Journal named as Tecnon. In view of non-cooperation from exporters from 
USA and Korea in the form and manner prescribed the Authority confirms to 
have made the findings with regard to exporters from USA and Korea on the 
basis of facts available to it as per Rule 6(8) supra. Accordingly, the Authority 
has determined normal value of Acrylic Fibre in respect of USA and Korea on 
the basis of information furnished by the domestic industry. 


Export Price:- 

25. None of the exporters from USA and Korea responded to the questionnaire 
forwarded by Authority. Few importers have responded to the questionnaire 
giving information as under: 

(i) M/s. Sutlej Industries Ltd., - showing imports from Korea; 

(ii) M/s. Deepak Spinners Ltd., regarding imports from Japan, Taiwan 
(which is not relevant to this investigation); and 

(iii) M/s. APM Industries, regarding imports from Japan (which is not 
relevant to this investigation). 

The Authority has considered information as per DGCI&S data and the 
importers’ information to the extent these are relevant for this investigation for 
determining the export price in respect of USA and Korea. Necessary 
adjustments on account of ocean freight, marine insurance, commission, inland 
transportation and port charges as per the claim of the domestic industry have 
been allowed, except commission has been allowed @ 3% of FOB value, to 
arrive at the ex-factory' export price. 

26. In respect of M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd, Thailand the export price 
has been determined on the basis of information furnished by the exporter. 
The exporter made sales of ***kgs for US$ *** to India. The export value in 
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US$ has been converted to Baht taking into account the exchange rate on the 
date of invoice. This is in accordance with Rule 6(iii) of Rules supra. The 
exporter has shown adjustment on account of drawback as ***Bhat/MT 
which has been verified and found correct. The other adjustments from the 
export price have been allowed on actual basis on account of 
discounts/commissions ***Baht/MT, inland freight ***Baht/MT, overseas 
freight ***Baht/MT, insurance ***Baht/MT, shipping charges ***Baht/MT 
and clearance and handling ***Baht/MT. The net export price at ex-factory 
level is thus determined as ***Baht/kg. 


Dumping Margin:- 

Submissions by M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. on dumping margin: 

27. The exporter M/s. Thai Acrylic has accepted the Disclosure as regards 
the normal value. As regards export price they have argued that the net export 
price has been understated resulting in higher dumping margin of 12.39%. 
According to them the difference between the calculations has arisen because of 
the conversion of export price into Thai Baht at the exchange rate prevailing on 
the date of invoice. According to them there was no requirement to convert 
US$ export price into Thai Baht for the fair comparison in as much as the 
export proceeds are realized in Thai Baht and are recorded in the books of 
account at the actual amounts realized. According to the exporter para 6(iii) of 
Annexure-1 has no application whatsoever to the facts of this case. 

Examination by the Authority 

28. The Authority followed the consistent practice of adopting the principles 
governing the determination of Normal Value, Export Price and Margin of 
Dumping as laid down in Annexure I to th.e anti-dumping rules. Dumping 
margin has been determined on the basis of a fair comparison of Export Price 
with the Normal Value in pursuance of the principle laid down in Para 6 of 
Annexure-1 to the Rules. The comparison is at the same level of trade, i.e. Ex¬ 
factory level. 

29. The Authority had found during the verification that the exporter records 
the export sales made in US$ in its books of accounts in Thai Baht at the 
exchange rate prevalent on the date of invoice/sale. The actual realization of 
export proceeds takes place at a later date when the exchange rate would be 
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different. The exporter makes adjustments in its books of accounts due to this 
exchange rate. Rule 6(iii) of Annexure-1 states, inter-alia, that: 

“when the comparison under this para requires a conversion of currencies, 
such conversion should be made by using the rate of exchange on the date of 
sale, 

For the purpose of determining the dumping margin the provisions of Rule 
6(iii) of Annexure-1 as stated above are very clear and unambiguous. 
Therefore the Authority has considered the exchange rate between US$ and 
Thai Baht on the date of sale for export transactions to India. The Authority 
does not find merit in the argument of the exporter that para 6(iii) has no 
application in this case as the exporter itself records the export sales to India in 
its books of accounts by converting US$ to Baht at a given exchange rate. 

Accordingly, in respect of M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., the dumping 
margin arrived at is 12.39% of export price. 

Dumping margin in respect of other exporters of Thailand 

30. As regards other exporters, if any, from Thailand the Authority has 
determined the dumping margin taking into account the normal value as 
determined for M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre and the lowest export price from the 
available infonuation. The dumping margin is arrived at 27.46% of the export 
price 

Dumping margin in respect of exporters from USA and Korea 

31. Th? Vuthority has worked out a common Dumping Margin for all the 
exporters from USA and Korea in the absence of cooperation from any of the 
Exporters. On the basis of these calculations the Dumping Margin works out 
to 29.90 % of net Export Price for USA and 16.53% for Korea. 


F. INJURY 

Views of the domestic industry: 

32. The Designated Authority is required to examine whether the cessation 
of the existing duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping 
and injury. The injury to the domestic industry is, therefore, required to be 
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examined in the context of its continuation or recurrence. Further, existence 
of anti dumping duty in force is required to be kept in view while examining 
the injury to the domestic industry. 

33. The period of investigation determined by the Designated Authority 
for the present review investigation is 2000-01. The domestic industry 
suffered injury due to dumping in this period from various countries, 
including the subject countries, investigation against which are either under 
progress or anti-dumping duty is in force. Thus, the injury to the domestic 
industry is required to be seen in the light of existing duties and on-going 
investigations against other countries. 

34. Annexure II to the Rules provides for cumulation of injury to the 
domestic industry. A number of investigations are in progress for this product 
covering the same investigation period as that of present. Thus, the injury to 
the domestic industry collectively from all these sources is required to be 
seen while examining the injury to the domestic industry. 

35. We have already provided detailed information to the Designated 
Authority clearly establishing that the cessation of the existing anti dumping 
duty is likely to lead to continued injury. 

36. Further M/s. Thai Acrylic fibre (responding exporter) is exporting 
Acrylic Fibre since more than five years in the Indian market at dumped 
prices. The Designated Authority has conducted three investigations earlier 
against Thailand. There has been repeated claim of the exporter M/s. Thai 
Acrylic Fiber Company that there was no dumping by them or the dumping 
margin were de-minimus. It is important to note that in all the investigations, 
the Designated Authority found significant dumping and dumping margin 
quite contrary to the claim of the exporter. 


Views of exporter M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre: 

37. Annexure II of the anti-dumping rules lays down the principles for 
determination of injury. Paras (ii) and (iv) of the Aimexure indicate a list of 
factors that are required to be evaluated by the authority in order to arrive at a 
conclusion on the existence or otherwise of material injury. The 15 
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parameters are required to be compulsorily evaluated and a finding on each 
of these parameters is required to be given in the published findings. The 15 
factors mentioned in Paras (ii) and (iv) are pari materia with Article 3.4 of 
the Agreement on Anti-dumping. 

38. The authority is aware that the Government of India had raised a 
dispute in the Cotton Type Bed Linen case that the evaluation of all the 
factors listed therein is compulsory and since the EU did not do so, the 
finding was contrary to the Agreement on Anti-dumping. A panel of the 
WTO went into this dispute and ruled in favour of India. The ruling was 
appealed by EU and the appellate body of the WTO confirmed the panel 
finding. 

39. In view of the above finding in which India was a party, it is 
imperative that the Designated Authority evaluates all the 15 parameters. It is 
seen from Part IV of the petition that only production, capacity utilisation, 
sales volume, selling prices evidence of last contracts or declining sales, 
employment and profitability have been dealt with. The remaining 
parameters have not been dealt with. 

40. The domestic industry had projected a fall in production of 6598MT in 
2000-01 as compared to the previous year. The sales volume has declined 
from 70591 to 59119MT i.e. a fall of 11472 MT. It has been submitted by the 
Domestic industry that the decline in sales volume of 17% is directly due to 
the shifting of some of the customers to dumped imports. This conclusion is 
totally erroneous. As per the petition, the total volume of imports including 
5501.30 and 5503.30 from the 3 countries is 2266.73MT. A fall in sales 
volume of 11472MT carmot be "directly due to shifting of some of the 
customers to dumped imports" as the allegedly dumped imports are only 
2266.73MT. Further, all exports from Thailand were to advance licence 
holders and hence the quantum corresponding to that cannot be treated as 
lost sales. Hence the decline in production and the decline in sales volume 
are not at all due to the alleged dumping from these 3 countries. The 
projection by the domestic industry is, therefore, incorrect. 

41. The profitability index shows that the domestic industry had made 
losses in each of the years 98-99, 99-2000 and 2000-01. It has been 
suggested that the losses have increased because of the dumped imports. 
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42. It is seen from the import statistics that Acrylic Fibre falling under 
5503.30 has been imported during the period of review from 18 countries. 

Of these 18 countries, anti-dumping duty is in force, or anti-dumping 
investigation is in progress in respect of Thailand, Korea, USA, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Italy, Spain, Portugal, Japan, UK., Germany, Mexico, Turkey and 
I'aiwan. The volume of import from the remaining countries, individually 
and collectively, is far below the de-minimis level. Thus, imports from all 
parts of the world into India have been subjected to anti-dumping 
duty/investigation. Yet the domestic industry is not able to earn a profit 
despite operating at very high levels of capacity utilisation i.e. 85% to over 
100%. This implies inherent problems within the domestic industry, which 
are being attributed to imports from one country or the other. 

43. It may also be pertinent to note that Thai Acrylic had increased its 
profitability in 2000 as compared to 1999. Further, in 2000-01, the allegedly 
dumped imports into India had fallen. In this scenario each of the domestic 
producers has posted higher losses in 2000-01 compared to 1999-2000, 
which is contrary to the trend at Thai Acrylic. In fact all the domestic 
producers did register cash profits in 1999-2000 and Vardhaman Acrylics 
have also posted a cash profit in 2000-01. Hence the inability of the 
domestic producers to post a profit in 2000-01 is entirely due to their internal 
reasons of operations and higher cost of production and are not at all caused 
by the alleged imports from Thailand to India. 


Submissions made by Indian Spinners Association: 

44. As per Indian Spinners Association the position of different parameters 
is as under: 


(i) Production of domestics producers 

The production of Acrylic Fibre was 82 million kg in 1996. After a 
drop in the next three years, production improved sharply to 99.43 million kg 
in 2000-01 and year 2001-02 is expected to record a production of 104 
million kg. This shows an increase of 32% in a period of two years. The 
Acrylic production has outperformed the index of industrial production in the 



['^FTi—1] 


'TOT TT^JT'T^ : JTOT^TO’T 


37 


recent period. It is clear that the industry has turned the comer and is now 
firmly set on a growth trajectory. 

vii) Capacity-The capacity of Acrylic Fibre has increased to 121 million 
kg by end of 2000 and further to 137.50 million kg by March 2001 showing a 
growth of 40% in a period of 3 years. 

(iii) Capacity utilization-The capacity utilization was around 80% in the 
earlier years and has recorded a rise to 86-87% in the current period. 

(iv) Market share- The market share of the domestic producers has 
increased from 69.45% in 1997-98 to 86.7% in 2000-01 and is expected to 
improve to 96.98% in 2001-02. Thus, the domestic manufacturers have 
captured practically the total domestic market and they cannot have any 
grouse in this regard. 

(v) Price factor-The argument of the domestic producers that price did 
not increase commensurate with the increase in cost of production does not 
hold water. The price of acrylonitrile increased by 12% in 1999-2000 and by 
57% in 2001-02 both over 1998-99. Since acrylonitrile accounts for 67% of 
the cost of production, 'it means that cost of Acrylic Fibre increased by 8% 
in 1999-2000 and by 38% in 2000-01. 

(vi) Causal Link-Despite all favourable parameters enumerated above, if 
domestic manufacturers are still limping as claimed by them, then it is not 
because of imports of Acrylic Fibre, but due to their inherent difficulties. 

(vii) Other favourable factors-It needs to be mentioned here that in the 
budget for 2001-02, the customs duty on acrylonitrile has come down from 
40.55% to 38.74% because of withdrawal of surcharge of 5%.The unchecked 
imports of Acrylic Yam from Nepal at concessional duty had become an 
irritant both to domestic producers as well as consumers. Government have 
imposed anti-dumping duty on Acrylic Yam coming from Nepal in terms of 
Notification No. 105/2001-Cus dated lO"* October, 2001. 
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Examination of Injury and Causal Link by the Authority 


45. As per Section 9A(5) of the Act read with Rule 23 of Rule supra, in a 
review, the Designated Authority has to come to a conclusion that the 
cessation of the existing anti dumping duty is likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury. 

46. As per the provisions contained in para (iv) of Annexure-II of Anti 
Dumping Rules, the examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the 
domestic industry concerned shall include an evaluation of all relevant 
economic indicators and indices having a bearing on the state of the industry, 
including natural and potential decline in sales, profits, output market share, 
productivity, return on investments or utilization of capacity, factors 
affecting domestic prices, etc. 

47. The domestic industry has furnished information on various economic 
factors/indices relating to injury determination, viz., natural and potential 
decline in sales, profits, market share, productivity, return on investments, 
utilization of capacity, factors affecting domestic prices, effects on cash flow, 
inventories, employment, wages, etc. 

48. The Authority has, therefore, taken into account the aforesaid indices 
regarding injury and the existing anti-dumping duty on Acrylic Fibre 
imports, while doing the final determination so as to arrive at conclusions as 
to whether the withdrawal of existing anti-dumping duty is likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and iipui^. 

In view of the above, the Authority examined all relevant parameters for 
determination of injury as follows: 


(i) Quantum of imports: 


(Imports in kgs / Source: DGCI&S) 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

Korea RP 

787677 

1447425 

950320 


7227669 

1076761 

1263692 

USA 

260552 

169068 

52720 


24307845 

11564538 

11700754 
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other sources 





32583743 

14257792 

13967486 


(ii) Demand of Acrylic Fibre &, Market share (in MX) 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

Total domestic sales 

79019 

98750 

98340 

Total imports 

32584 

14258 

13967 

Total demand 

111603 

113008 

112307 

Share of imports 
fron subject 

countries (%) 

7.42 

2.38 

2.02 

Share of petitioner 
domestic industry 

(%) 

51.54 

62.47 

52.64 

Share of total Indian 
industry (%) 

70.8 

87.38 

87.56 


(iii) Production and capacity utilization (in MX) * 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

Installed capacity 

70500 

73000 

73000 

Production 

59168 

67943 

61345 

Capacity 
utilization (%) 

83.93 

93.07 

84.03 


* In respect of petitioner domestic industry. 


(iv) Sales of domestic industry (in MX) 



1998-99 

1999-o'o 

^ooo-o'i 

Sales of petitioner 
companies 

57524 

70591 

59119 




■ ■ ■ 


1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-0'l 


Average selling price 

♦ •c* 

♦ ♦♦ 



of domestic industry 
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(Rs./kg) 




Landed value Ave. 
(Rs./kg) 

55.04 

63.44 

78.39 

Price undercutting 

+ve 

+ve 

-i-ve 


(vi) Price suppression 



[■P ■-■■■■■■ ■■■■■. 

1998-99 

l999'-00' 

2000 - 0 '1 

Minimum landed value 


♦ ♦♦ 

Hi ♦ ♦ 

Average cost of 

production 


>(•>(< Hi 

* + ♦ 

Price suppression(%) 



HiHiHi 


(vii) Closing stock of domestic industry (MT) 



1998-99 

1999-00 

2 'oo'o'-o'l 

Closing stock 

1234.41 

750.5 

2551.68 


(viii) Profitability 

All the three petitioner companies have incurred losses as per balance 
sheet and profit and loss account for the year 2000-01. 

(ix) Return on investments 

The Authority finds that the domestic industry has recorded negative 
return on investment during the year 2000-01 in spite of imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty on a number of sources. 

(x) Actual and potential negative cash flow 

The cash flow of the petitioner companies was negative in 1998-99, 
which became positive in 1999-2000 and was again negative in 2000-01. 

(xi) Employment 

The employment level with the domestic industry increased between 
years 1997-98 and 1998-99 due to addition of capacity. However, the 
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domestic industry had to resort to curtailment of employment to the extent 
possible due to continued adverse financial position. 


(xii) Wages 

The domestic industry had to increase the wages of its employees due 
to prevailing regulations. 

(xiii) Ability to raise capital investment 

The constituents of domestic industry had to undergo financial restructuring 
with great difficulty and the financial institutions are hesitant to lend funds to 
the domestic industry due to continued losses. 

49. The above indicators demonstrate the following: 


(i) The quantum of imports of subject goods from the subject countries 
has gradually declined from year 1998-99 to the period of 
investigation. 

(ii) The overall demand for Acrylic Fibre has not undergone any 
significant change during the POI when compared to the year 1998-99. 

(iii) The share of imports from subject countries has come down to 2.02% 
during POI from 7.42% during 1998-99. 

(iv) The share of domestic industry that had increased to 62.47% during 
1999-00 has come down to 52.64%. 

(v) The production and capacity utilization of the petitioner domestic 
industry has come down to 84.03% during POI in comparison to 
93.07% during previous year. 

(vi) Sales of petitioner domestic industry has come down to 59119 MT 
during POI from 70591 MT in 1999-00. 

(vii) There has been significant price undercutting due to the dumped 
imports. 

(viii) The domestic industry has not been able to realize a fair selling price 
on its product as the landed value of imports have suppressed the price 
of domestic industry. 

(ix) Closing stock of the domestic industry has increased significantly 
during POI. 
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(x) The petitioner domestic companies have incurred losses as reflected 
from their balance sheets and the domestic industry has recorded 
negative return on investment. 

(xi) The cash flow of the petitioner companies was negative during the 
POL 

(xii) Due to the adverse financial position there was a negative effect on the 
level of employment. However, the industry was under obligation to 
increase the wages of its employees due to existing regulations. 

(xiii) As the industry was making losses financial institutions were hesitant 
to lend funds to the domestic indust^. 


Conclusion on injury and causal link: 

50. The Authority notes that while the quantum of imports of subject 
goods has declined during the period of investigation all other vital economic 
indicators having a bearing on the state of the domestic industry have shown 
lack of improvement in the period of investigation which shows that the 
domestic industry continues to suffer material injury in spite of existing anti 
dumping duties. 

51. The Authority holds that it may be inappropriate to hold that the imports 
from the subject countries would not cause injury to the domestic industry in 
the light of the existing economic parameters. The improvement in any 
economic parameter could be a result of the existing anti dumping duties. 
The injury to the domestic industry would, however, recur in case the product 
is sold at dumped prices and the imports are entering at such prices in India 
which are lower than the non injurious price of the domestic industry. The 
Authority concludes that in view of overall assessment of economic 
parameters affecting the domestic industry the removal of anti dumping duty 
is not warranted. 

52. While determining the non-injurious price for the like articles for the 
domestic industry, the Authority has used the actual cost of production of the 
subject goods ^to determine optimum cost of production for the domestic 
industry taking into account the normated best consumption norms and the 
actual price of the raw materials which are consumed for the production of 
the subject goods during the period of investigation. For calculation of injury 
margin, the ex-factory non-injurious price determined for the period of 
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investigations has been compared with the landed value of the imported 
goods. 


G. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTERESTS AND OTHER ISSUES: 

(a) Exclusion of Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre from anti-dumping duty: 
Submissions made by M/s. Supreme Nonwovens Ltd., Mumbai: 

53. They are manufacturers of nonwoven industrial fabrics. A large part of 
their production is Filter Media for Back filters used for Pollution control. As 
they have the facility and know-how for processing specialty fibres for filter 
applications they have started manufacturing and marketing these fabrics by 
importing the specialty fibres. Homopolymer (100% Acrylo Nitrile) Acrylic 
Fibre is one such fibre. This is resistant to Hot Alkaline conditions whereas 
standard arciylic (85% Acrylo Nitrile) Fibre is not. Homopolymer Acrylic 
Fibre is not manufactured by any fibre manufacturer in India and the 
domestic manufacturers of Acrylic Fibre have given regret letters to this 
effect. Therefore, Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre cannot be clubbed with 
standard Acrylic Fibre for anti-dumping duty for the following reasons: 

(i) It is not made in India. 

(ii) It does not compete with product made from standard Acrylic Fibre. 

(iii) It is priced much higher than locally manufactured regular Acrylic 
Fibre. 

(iv) It is used to manufacture Needle Punched Nonwoven Filter Media 
and industrial fabric, currently imported, without imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty. 

(v) It is irrational to impose anti-dumping duty on inputs when finished 
goods, i.e. Filter Media using the same inputs can be imported 
without attracting anti-dumping duty. 

54. The importer has further submitted that during the public hearing held 
on 10.1.2002 the representatives from the Acrylic Fibre Manufacturer had 
confirmed that they do not manufacture Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre 
containing 100% Acrylo Nitrile currently being imported from Korea. It has 
been further requested that a suitable notification be issued exempting 
Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre from anti-dumping duty as this would 
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immensely help domestic industry to substitute import of finished material 
and thereby saving the country from foreign exchange. 

Domestic industry’s views: 

55. The product under consideration in the present investigation is 
“Acrylic Fibre”. Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre is nothing but “a type of 
Acrylic Fibre”. The acrylic fibre produced by the domestic industry is a like 
article to the product imported from the subject countries. As per anti 
dumping Rules: 

"like article " means an article which is identical or alike in all 
respects to the article under investigation for being dumped in India or 
in the absence of such article, another article which although not alike 
in all respects, has characteristics closely resembling those of the 
articles under investigation; 

56. The relevant parameter is whether the domestic industry is in 
production of “like article”. The domestic industry is not required to be in 
production of “product under consideration”, the domestic industry is 
required to be in production of “like article”. 

57. We also draw kind attention of the Designated Authority to the 
investigations relating to acrylic fibre from, inter-alia, Japan for the same 
product, wherein the issue of “specialty fibre”, “conjugate acrylic fibre”, etc. 
were raised by the Japanese producers. It was held by the Designated 
Authority that the acrylic fibre being produced by the domestic industry was 
a like article to the acrylic fibre being imported from Japan and no exclusion 
was granted by the Designated Authority. 

58. It is also relevant to point out that the interested party has not enclosed 
technical specification, etc. of the homopolymer acrylic fibre. 

59. The domestic industry has further argued that as regards exclusion of 
homopolymer Acrylic Fibre from the scope of the duty, the relevant issue is 
whether this type Fibre is like article. The test of like article applied by the 
Directorate in the matter relating to anti-dumping duty on Acrylic Fibre 
imports from Japan is equally applicable to the present review. It has been 
admitted that the price of the homopolymer fibre is much higher than the 
price of nonnal Acrylic Fibre. In the event the Designated Authority is of 
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the view that such homopolymer is not a like article to the goods produced by 
the domestic industry then the Authority may specify a benchmark price at 
which such homopolymer can be imported. 

Examination by the Authority: 

60. The Authority has examined the views of M/s. Supreme Nonwovens 
Ltd., and the domestic industry. While it may be true that Homopolymer 
Acrylic Fibre also gets covered under the same custom heading under which 
Acrylic Fibre is covered, imports of same do not tend to displace the demand 
of locally produced Acrylic Fibre. This is due to the fact that Homopolymer 
Acrylic Fibre has 100% Acrylo Nitrile content. It has been confirmed by the 
domestic producers of Acrylic Fibre, viz., M/s. Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., M/s. 
Consolidated Fibres and Chemicals Ltd., and M/s. IPCL that they do not 
manufacture Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre. The export price of Homopolymer 
Acrylic Fibre is also much higher than the locally made Acrylic Fibre. The 
Authority finds that Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre is not commercially 
substitutable by the Acrylic Fibre produced by domestic industry and hence 
the imports of Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre do not cause injury to the 
domestic industry as these imports do not displace the demand of 
domestically produced Acrylic Fibre. Therefore the Authority proposes to 
exclude the same from the recommendation for imposition of anti-dumping 
duty. Taking into account the concerns of the domestic industry, the 
Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre being exempt from anti dumping duty would be 
those which are priced at US$ 2.40/kg. and above CIF - Indian port. 
Further, this export price would be linked to variation in the Acrylic Fibre 
price due to increase/decrease in the international price of main raw material 
Acrylo Nitrile. This CIF price of US$ 2.40/kg. would be recalculated in case 
of a variation of 10% (+/-) in the Acrylo Nitrile (ACN) price. The base price 
of ACN has been considered as $ 940/MT. 

61. The Authority reiterates that the purpose of anti dumping duties in 
general is to eliminate dumping which is causing injury to the domestic 
industry and to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition in the 
Indian market, which is in the general interest of the country. 

62. The Authority recognises that the imposition of anti dumping duties 
might affect the price levels of the product in India. However, fair 
competition on the Indian market will not be reduced by the anti dumping 
measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would 
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remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent 
the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider 
choice to the consumers of subject goods. The Authority notes that the 
imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports from subject 
country in any way, and therefore, would not affect the availability of the 
product to the consumers. The consumers could still maintain two or even 
more sources of supply. 

H. FINAL FINDINGS 

63. After considering the foregoing the Authority concludes that - 

(i) Acrylic fibre has been exported from the subject countries to 
India below its normal value; 

(ii) the domestic industry is suffering injury; 

(iii) the injury may intensify if anti dumping duty is removed. 

64. It is therefore considered appropriate to recommend continuation of 
the anti dumping duties in force on imports of Acrylic Fibre covered under 
Chapter 55 of the Fitst Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, originating in or 
exported from USA, Korea (RP) and Thailand. The Authority proposes to 
recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping 
or the injury margin whichever is lesser, which if levied, would remove the 
injury to the domestic industry. For the purpose of determining injury 
margin, the landed price of imports has been compared with the non injurious 
selling price of the domestic industry determined for the period of 
investigation. The revised duties may come into force from the date of 
notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Govt. The anti 
dumping duty shall be as follows;- 


Country 

Producer/Exporter 

Anti dumping duty 
(US$ per kg.) * 

USA 

All exporters 

0.366 


All exporters 


Thailand 

Ms/. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. 


Thailand 

Other exporters 



* Subject however to the condition that imports of Homopolymer Acrylic 
Fibre containing 100% Acrylonitrile from subject countries, when made at a 
price US$ 2.40/kg and above CIF-Indian port, would be exempt from the 
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levy of above anti-dumping duty. Variation of 5% in this price shall be 
permissible. The price of US$ 2.40/kg. for Homopolymer Acrylic Fibre 
shall be revised appropriately in proportion to changes in the international 
price of major raw material Acrylonitrile beyond 10% from the base price of 
US$ 940/MT. For this purpose international prices of Acrylonitrile as 
reported in the journal ‘Tecnon’ or PCI Consulting shall be applicable. 

65. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value 
as determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties levied under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

66. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise 
and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, supra. 


L. V SAPTHARJ SHI, Designated Authority 
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